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Title  5— ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter  I — Civil  Service  Commission 

PART  21 3 — EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 

Section  213.3109  is  amended  to  show 
that  positions  on  the  cable  ship.  Basil 
O.  Lanoir,  are  excepted  under  Schedule 
A.  Effective  on  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register,  a  new  subparagraph  (1) 
is  added  to  paragraph  (b)  of  S  213.3109 
as  set  out  below. 

§213.3109  Department  of  the  Air  Force. 
•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  General.  (1)  Positions  on  the 
cable  ship  operated  by  the  Air  Force 
Communications  Service. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(R.S.  1753.  sec.  3,  23  Stat.  403.  as  amended; 
5  U.8.C.  831.  833;  K.O.  10677.  19  F.R.  7531, 
3  CFR.  1964-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

U kited  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[PR.  Doc.  66-7120;  Filed,  June  28.  1988; 
8:48  am.] 


PART  213— EXCEPTED  SERVICE 

Housing  and  Home  Finance  Agency 
and  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development 

§  213.3344  [Amended] 

1.  Section  213.3344  is  amended  to  show 
that  the  positions  of  Congressional  Liai¬ 
son  Officer,  three  Assistants  to  the  Con¬ 
gressional  Liaison  Officer,  and  Secretary 
to  the  Congressional  Liaison  Officer  are 
no  longer  excepted  under  Schedule  C. 
Effective  on  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  subparagraphs  (14),  (21),  and 
(31)  of  paragraph  (a)  of  S  213.3344  are 
revoked. 

2.  Section  213.3384  is  amended  to  show 
that  the  positions  of  one  Congressional 
Liaison  Assistant  and  one  Secretary  to 
the  Congressional  Liaison  Officer  are  ex¬ 
cepted  under  Schedule  C.  Effective  on 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register, 
subparagraphs  (14)  and  (15)  are  added 
to  paragraph  (a)  of  {  213.3384  as  set  out 
below. 

§  213.3384  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

(a)  Office  of  the  Secretary.  •  •  • 

(14)  One  Congressional  Liaison  As¬ 
sistant. 

(16)  One  Secretary  to  the  Congres¬ 
sional  Liaison  Officer. 


(R.S.  1753.  aec.  2,  22  Stat.  403,  as  amended; 
8  U.S  C.  631.  833;  B.O.  10877.  19  Fit.  7521, 
3  CFR,  1954-1958  Comp.,  p.  218) 

United  States  Civil  Serv¬ 
ice  Commission, 

[seal]  Mary  V.  Wenzel, 

Executive  Assistant  to 
the  Commissioners. 

[F.R.  Doc.  88-7121;  Filed,  June  28.  1988; 
8:48  am.] 


Title  7— AGRICULTURE 

Chapter  IX — Consumer  and  Market¬ 
ing  Service  (Marketing  Agreements 
and  Orders;  Fruits,  Vegetables, 
Nuts),  Department  of  Agriculture 

PART  945— IRISH  POTATOES  GROWN 
IN  CERTAIN  DESIGNATED  COUN¬ 
TIES  IN  IDAHO  AND  MALHEUR 
COUNTY,  OREGON 

Limitation  of  Shipments 

Findings;  (a)  Pursuant  to  Marketing 
Agreement  No.  98  and  Order  No.  945,  as 
amended  (7  CFR  Part  945),  regulating 
the  handling  of  Irish  potatoes  grown 
in  the  production  area  defined  therein, 
effective  under  the  applicable  provisions 
of  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  Act  of  1937.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
601-874)  and  upon  the  basis  of  recom¬ 
mendations  and  Information  submitted 
by  the  Idaho-Eastern  Oregon  Potato 
Committee,  established  pursuant  to  the 
said  marketing  agreement  and  order, 
Mid  other  available  Information,  It  Is 
hereby  found  that  the  limitation  of  ship¬ 
ments  regulation  as  hereinafter  estab¬ 
lished,  limiting  the  grade,  size,  and  qual¬ 
ity  of  such  potatoes  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  and  there¬ 
by  maintaining  orderly  marketing  con¬ 
ditions  and  tending  to  increase  returns 
to  producers  of  such  potatoes. 

(b)  It  is  hereby  found  that  it  Is  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public  in¬ 
terest  to  give  preliminary  notice,  and  en¬ 
gage  in  public  rule  making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
regulation  until  30  days  after  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register  (5  UJB.C. 
1003)  in  that  (1)  producers  and  han¬ 
dlers  have  operated  under  the  marketing 
order  program  since  1948;  (2)  the  regu¬ 
lation  establishes  the  same  grade,  size, 
quality,  and  maturity  regulations  which 
were  made  effective  July  1,  1985,  at  the 
beginning  of  last  season;  (3)  regulations 
({945.324)  are  in  effect  at  this  time 
which  continue  through  June  30,  1966; 
(4)  information  regarding  the  commit¬ 
tee’s  recommendation  has  been  dissemi¬ 
nated  to  producers  and  handlers  in  the 
production  area;  and  (5)  to  maximize 
benefits  to  growers  of  the  1988  crop 
Idaho-E  Oregon  potatoes  by  making 
this  regulation  effective  as  of  July  1, 1988. 


§  945.325  Limitation  of  shipments. 

During  the  period  from  July  1,  1966, 
through  June  30,  1967,  no  person  shall 
handle  any  lot  of  potatoes  unless  such 
potatoes  meet  the  requirements  of  para¬ 
graphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section,  or 
unless  such  potatoes  are  handled  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  paragraphs  (c) ,  (d) ,  and 
(e)  of  this  section. 

(a)  Minimum  quality  requirements — 

(1)  Grade.  All  varieties — U.S.  No.  2,  or 
better  grade  . 

(2)  Size — (i)  Round  red  varieties. 
1%  Inches  minimum  diameter,  (il)  All 
other  varieties.  2  inches  minimum  di¬ 
ameter  or  4  ounces  minimum  weight, 
(ill)  All  varieties.  Size  B  if  U.S.  No.  1, 
or  better  grade. 

(3)  Cleanliness — (i)  Kennebec  variety. 
Not  more  than  “slightly  dirty.”  (ii)  All 
other  varieties.  “Generally  fairly  clean.” 

(b)  Minimum  maturity  require¬ 
ments — (1)  White  Rose  variety.  “Mod¬ 
erately  skinned”  which  means  that  not 
more  than  10  percent  of  the  potatoes  In 
any  lot  may  have  more  than  one-half 
of  the  skin  missing  or  “feathered.” 

(2)  All  other  varieties.  “Slightly 
skinned”  which  means  that  not  more 
than  10  percent  of  the  potatoes  In  any 
lot  may  have  more  than  one-fourth  of 
the  skin  missing  or  “feathered.” 

(3)  Exceptions.  (1)  Subject  to  com¬ 
pliance  with  subdivision  (ill)  of  this  sub- 
paragraph  any  lot  of  potatoes  not  ex¬ 
ceeding  a  total  of  50  hundredweight  of 
each  variety  may  be  handled  for  any  pro¬ 
ducer  without  regard  to  the  foregoing 
maturity  requirements. 

(ii)  If  an  officially  Inspected  lot  of  po¬ 
tatoes  meets  the  foregoing  maturity  re¬ 
quirements.  but  fails  to  meet  the  grade 
and  size  requirements,  the  lot  may  be 
regraded.  If.  after  regrading,  such  lot 
then  meets  the  grade  and  size  require¬ 
ments  but  falls  to  meet  the  maturity 
requirements,  as  Indicated  by  the  appli¬ 
cable  Federal-State  Inspection  certifi¬ 
cate,  such  lot  If  not  exceeding  100  hun¬ 
dredweight  shall  be  exempt  from  the 
foregoing  maturity  requirements;  Pro¬ 
vided,  That  the  handler  complies  with 
subdivision  (ill)  of  this  paragraph. 

(ill)  Prior  to  each  shipment  of  pota¬ 
toes  exempt  from  the  foregoing  matu¬ 
rity  requirements,  the  handler  thereof 
shall  report  to  the  committee  the  name 
and  address  of  the  producer  of  such  po¬ 
tatoes.  and  each  such  shipment  shall  be 
handled  as  an  identifiable  entity. 

(c)  Special  purpose  shipments.  (1) 
The  minimum  grade,  size,  cleanliness, 
and  maturity  requirements  set  forth  in 
paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this  section 
shall  not  be  applicable  to  shipments  of 
potatoes  for  any  of  the  following  pur¬ 
poses; 

(i)  Certified  seed; 

(11)  Charity; 

(ill)  Starch; 

(iv)  Canning  or  freezing; 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  31,  NO.  123 — WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  29,  1964 


8950 


RULES  AND  REGULATIONS 


<v)  Dehydration; 

<vi)  Experimentation. 

(2)  The  minimum  grade,  size,  clean¬ 
liness,  and  maturity  requirements  set 
forth  in  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)  of  this 
section  shall  be  applicable  to  shipments 
of  potatoes  for  each  of  the  following 
purposes: 

<i>  Export;  Provided,  That  potatoes 
of  a  size  not  smaller  than  IV2  Inches  in 
diameter  may  be  shipped  if  the  potatoes 
grade  not  less  than  U.S.  No.  2 ;  and 

(ii)  Potato  chipping  or  prepeeling: 
Provided,  That  potatoes  of  a  size  not 
smaller  than  1  *4  inches  in  diameter  may 
be  shipped  if  the  potatoes  grade  not  less 
than  Idaho  Utility,  or  Oregon  Utility 
grade. 

(d)  Safeguards.  Each  handler  mak¬ 
ing  shipments  of  potatoes  for  starch, 
canning  or  freezing,  dehydration,  ex¬ 
perimentation,  export,  potato  chipping, 
or  for  prepeeling  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(c)  of  this  section  shall: 

(1)  First,  apply  to  the  committee  for 
and  obtain  a  Certificate  of  Privilege  to 
make  each  shipment; 

(2)  Upon  request  by  the  committee, 
furnish  reports  of  each  shipment  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  applicable  Certificate  of 
Privilege; 

(3)  At  the  time  of  applying  to  the 
committee  for  a  Certificate  of  Privilege, 
or  promptly  thereafter,  furnish  the  com¬ 
mittee  with  a  receiver’s  or  buyer’s  cer¬ 
tification  that  the  potatoes  so  handled 
are  to  be  used  only  for  the  purpose 
stated  in  the  application  and  that  such 
receiver  will  complete  and  return  to  the 
committee  such  periodic  receiver’s  re¬ 
ports  that  the  committee  may  require; 

(4)  Mall  to  the  office  of  the  commit¬ 
tee  a  copy  of  the  bill  of  lading  for  each 
Certificate  of  Privilege  shipment  prompt¬ 
ly  after  the  date  of  shipment; 

(5)  Bill  each  shipment  directly  to 
the  applicable  processor  or  receiver. 

(e)  Minimum  quantity  exception. 
Each  handler  may  ship  up  to,  but  not 
to  exceed,  5  hundredweight  of  potatoes 
any  day  without  regard  to  the  inspection 
and  assessment  requirements  of  this  part, 
but  this  exception  shall  not  apply  to  any 
portion  of  a  shipment  that  exceeds  5 
hundredweight  of  potatoes. 

(f)  Definitions.  The  terms  “U.S.  No. 
1.”  “U.S.  No.  2,”  “Size  B,”  “fairly  clean,’’ 
and  “slightly  dirty”  shall  have  the  same 
meaning  as  when  used  in  the  United 
States  Standards  for  potatoes 
(§§  51.1540-51.1556  of  this  title),  includ¬ 
ing  the  tolerances  set  forth  therein. 
The  term  “generally  fairly  clean”  means 
that  at  least  90  percent  of  the  potatoes 
in  a  given  lot  are  “fairly  clean.”  The 
term  “prepeeling”  means  potatoes  which 
are  clean,  sound,  fresh  tubers  prepared 
commercially  in  a  prepeeling  plant  by 
washing,  removal  of  the  outer  skin  or 
peel,  trimming,  and  sorting  preparatory 
to  sale  in  one  or  more  of  the  styles  of 
peeled  potatoes  described  in  §  52.2422 
(U.S.  Standards  for  Grades  of  Peeled 
Potatoes  §§  52.2421-52.2433  of  this  title). 
The  terms  “Idaho  Utility  grade’’  and 
“Oregon  Utility  grade”  shall  have  the 
same  meanings  as  when  used  in  the  re¬ 
spective  standards  for  potatoes  for'  the 
respective  States.  Other  terms  used  in 


this  section  shall  have  the  same  mean¬ 
ing  as  when  used  in  Marketing  Agree¬ 
ment  No.  98  and  this  part  (Order  No. 
945),  both  as  amended. 

(g)  Applicability  to  imports.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  section  608e-l  of  the  Act  and 
$  980.1  of  this  chapter.  Import  regula¬ 
tions,  Irish  potatoes  imported  into  the 
United  States  during  the  period  July  1 
through  September  30,  1966,  shall  meet 
the  grade,  size,  quality  and  maturity  re¬ 
quirements  specified  in  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  section.  From  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  1966,  through  June  30,  1967,  im¬ 
ports  of  long  varieties  of  potatoes  shall 
meet  the  grade,  size,  quality  and  ma¬ 
turity  requirements  applicable  to  long 
varieties  specified  in  paragraphs  (a)  and 
(b)  of  this  section. 

(Secs.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C, 
601-674) 

Dated:  June  24,  1966. 

Floyd  F.  Hedlund, 
Director.  Fruit  and  Vegetable 
Division,  Consumer  and  Mar¬ 
keting  Service. 

[PR.  Doc.  66-7122;  Piled,  June  28,  1966; 

8:48  a.m.] 


Chapter  X — Consumer  and  Marketing 
Service  (Marketing  Agreements  and 
Orders;  Milk),  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture 

[Milk  Order  133] 

PART  1133— MILK  IN  INLAND  EM¬ 
PIRE  MARKETING  AREA 

Order  Amending  Order 
§1133.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900),  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon 
certain  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Inland  Empire  marketing 
area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence 
Introduced  at  such  hearing  and  the  rec¬ 
ord  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amend¬ 
ed,  and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act.  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 


and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demahd  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  order 
as  hereby  amended,  are  such  prices  as 
will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure 
a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  whole¬ 
some  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  Interest; 
and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  And  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 

(b)  Additional  findings.  It  is  neces¬ 
sary  in  the  public  interest  to  make  this 
"ofder  amending  the  order  effective  upon 

publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
Any  delay  beyond  that  date  would  tend 
to  disrupt  the  orderly  marketing  of  milk 
in  the  marketing  area. 

The  provisions  of  the  said  order  are 
known  to  handlers.  The  recommended 
decision  of  the  Deputy  Administrator, 
Regulatory  Programs,  was  issued  May 
27,  1966,  and  the  decision  of  the  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  containing  all  amendment 
provisions  of  this  order,  was  Issued  June 
15,  1966.  The  changes  effected  by  this 
order  will  not  require  extensive  prepara¬ 
tion  or  substantial  alteration  in  method 
of  operation  for  handlers.  In  view  of 
the  foregoing,  it  is  hereby  found  and  de¬ 
termined  that  good  cause  exists  for  mak¬ 
ing  this  order  amending  the  order 
effective  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register,  and  that  it  would  be  contrary 
to  the  public  interest  to  delay  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  of  this  order  for  30  days  after 
its  publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 
(Sec.  4(c),  Administrative  Procedure 
Act,  5  U.S.C.  1001-1011.) 

(c)  Determinations.  It  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  that: 

(1)  The  refusal  or  failure  of  handlers 
(excluding  cooperative  associations  spec¬ 
ified  in  section  8c(9)  of  the  Act)  of  more 
than  50  percent  of  the  milk,  which  is 
marketed  within  the  marketing  area,  to 
sign  a  proposed  marketing  agreement, 
tends  to  prevent  the  effectuation  of  the 
declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  issuance  of  this  order,  amend¬ 
ing  the  order,  is  the  only  practical  means 
pursuant  to  the  declared  policy  of  the 
Act  of  advancing  the  Interests  of  pro¬ 
ducers  as  defined  in  the  order  as  herein 
amended;  and 

(3)  The  issuance  of  the  order  amend¬ 
ing  the  order  is  approved  or  favored  by 
at  least  two-thirds  of  the  producers  who 
during  the  determined  representative 
period  were  engaged  in  the  production 
of  milk  for  sale  in  the  marketing  area. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is 
therefore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the 
effective  date  hereof,  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Inland  Empire  marketing 
area  shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  of  the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended 
and  as  hereby  further  amended,  as 
follows: 

Revise  i  1133.12(c)  (1)  and  (2)  to  read 
as  follows: 
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§  1133.12  Producer  milk. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(C)  •  •  • 

(1)  A  cooperative  association  may  di¬ 
vert  for  Its  account,  pursuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (b)  (1)  of  this  section,  the  milk  of 
any  member  producer  eligible  for  diver¬ 
sion.  The  total  quantity  of  milk  so  di¬ 
verted,  however,  may  not  exceed  15  per¬ 
cent  In  the  months  of  September, 
October,  and  November,  25  percent  In 
the  months  of  December,  January,  Feb¬ 
ruary,  March,  and  August,  and  35  per¬ 
cent  In  the  months  of  April,  May,  June, 
and  July,  of  its  total  member  milk  re¬ 
ceived  at  all  pool  plants  and  diverted 
therefrom  during  the  month.  Two  or 
more  cooperative  associations  may  have 
their  allowable  diversions  computed  on 
the  basis  of  the  combined  deliveries  of 
milk  by  their  member  producers  if  each 
association  has  filed  In  writing  with  the 
market  administrator  a  request  for  such 
computation; 

(2)  A  handler  operating  a  pool  plant 
may  divert  for  his  account,  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  (2)  of  this  section,  milk 
of  any  producer  eligible  for  diversion, 
other  than  a  member  of  a  cooperative 
association  which  diverts  milk  pursuant 
to  subparagraph  (1)  of  this  paragraph. 
The  total  quantity  of  milk  so  diverted, 
however,  may  not  exceed  15  percent  In 
the  months  of  September,  October,  and 
November,  25  percent  In  the  months  of 
December,  January,  February,  March, 
and  August,  and  35  percent  In  the 
months  of  April,  May,  June,  and  July,  of 
the  milk  received  at  and  diverted  from 
such  pool  plant  during  the  month  from 
producers  who  are  not  members  of  a 
cooperative  association  which  diverts 
milk  pursuant  to  subparagraph  (1)  of 
this  paragraph; 

•  •  •  •  • 

(Sec.  1-19,  48  Stat.  31,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
601-674) 

Effective  date.  Upon  publication  In 
the  Federal  Register. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
24,  1966. 

John  A.  Baker, 
Assistant  Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7090;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:46  am.] 


Title  12— BANKS  AND  BANKING 

Chapter  I — Bureau  of  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency,  Department  of  the 
Treasury 

PART  14 — CHANGES  IN  CAPITAL 
STRUCTURE 

Exchange  of  Shares 

This  amendment  Is  Issued  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  the  national 
banking  laws  (R.S.  324,  as  amended;  12 
U.S.C.  I,  and  R.S.  5142,  as  amended;  12 
U.S.C.  57)  and  requires  that  certain  In¬ 
formation  be  submitted  to  the  Comptrol¬ 
ler  In  support  of  an  application  for  his 
approval  for  the  Issuance  of  additional 


stock  for  use  In  certain  transactions. 
Since  the  amendment  is  procedural  in 
nature  and  outlines  generally  Informa¬ 
tion  required  by  the  Comptroller  for  the 
exercise  of  his  statutory  duties,  and  re¬ 
laxes  a  restriction,  notice  and  public 
procedure  thereon  are  unnecessary,  im¬ 
practicable  and  contrary  to  the  public 
Interest.  Accordingly,  this  amendment 
will  become  effective  upon  publication. 

Chapter  I,  Title  12.  Part  14,  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  of  the  United 
States  of  America  is  amended  by  adding 
a  new  S  14.2a  as  follows: 

§  14.2a  Stock  for  stock  exchange. 

Any  national  banking  association 
which,  under  R.S.  5142;  12  U.S.C.  57.  and 
I  14.2,  makes  application  to  the  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency  for  approval  to 
Increase  Its  authorized  common  capital 
stock  or  to  Issue  shares  of  Its  common 
capital  stock  from  the  category  of  au¬ 
thorized  but  unissued  stock  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  acquiring  the  capital  stock  of 
another  bank,  must  submit  to  the  Comp¬ 
troller  in  Washington,  D.C.,  Information 
relating  to  the  following: 

(a)  The  financial  history  and  condi¬ 
tion  of  the  banks  concerned; 

(b)  The  adequacy  of  the  capital  struc¬ 
ture  of  the  acquiring  bank; 

(c)  The  future  earnings  prospects  of 
the  banks  concerned; 

(d)  The  general  character  of  their 
management; 

(e)  The  convenience,  needs,  and  wel¬ 
fare  of  the  communities  and  the  area 
concerned; 

<f )  Whether  or  not  the  effect  of  such 
acquisition  would  be  to  expand  the  size  of 
the  banks  Involved  beyond  limits  con¬ 
sistent  with  adequate  and  sound  banking, 
the  public  Interest,  and  the  preservation 
of  competition  In  the  field  of  banking. 

Dated:  June  23, 1966. 

[seal]  James  J.  Saxon, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

[FJl.  Doc.  66-7117;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

>  8:48  &jn.] 


Title  14-AERONAUTICS  AND 
SPACE 

Chapter  U — Civil  Aeronautics  Board 

SURCHAPTER  A — ECONOMIC  REGULATIONS 
(Reg.  KR-466] 

PART  214 — TERMS,  CONDITIONS, 
AND  LIMITATIONS  OF  FOREIGN 
AIR  CARRIER  PERMITS  AUTHORIZ¬ 
ING  CHARTER  TRANSPORTATION 
ONLY 

Free  Transportation  of  Employees  of 
Other  Carriers 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  In  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
24, 1966. 

The  Board  has  published  In  31  FJt. 
5381,  and  circulated  to  the  Industry  In 
EDR-99,  dated  March  29,  1966,  Docket 


17166,  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
with  respect  to  Parts  214  and  295  (14 
CFR  Parts  214,  295),  which  proposed  to 
permit  foreign  air  carriers  authorized  to 
engage  In  charter  operations  only,  as  well 
as  transatlantic  supplemental  stir  car¬ 
riers.  to  furnish  free  and  reduoed  rate 
air  transportation  to  employees  of  other 
carriers  in  certain  circumstances. 

Four  comments  have  been  received  by 
the  Board  urging  adoption  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments.'  The  carriers  assert 
that  the  proposed  amendments  will  give 
them  the  same  authority  now  enjoyed 
by  other  carriers  in  this  respect,  and  also 
will  permit  them  to  possess  a  far  greater 
flexibility  for  positioning  their  flying 
crews  than  they  presently  enjoy.  We  are 
of  the  view  that  the  carriers’  reasons 
are  sound. 

One  carrier,  Sudflug,  requests  that  the 
amendments  be  broadened  so  as  to  In¬ 
clude  the  families  of  the  employees  of 
other  carriers,  as  well  as  the  employees 
themselves.  However,  In  our  view, 
there  is  considerably  less  necessity  for 
providing  free  transportation  for  family 
members  than  for  the  carriers’  em¬ 
ployees.  The  ability  to  exchange  free 
transportation  privileges  with  other  car¬ 
riers  is  highly  desirable  to  permit  the 
charter  carriers  to  position  their  crews 
expeditiously  and  economically.  On  the 
other  hand,  time  is  a  much  less  critical 
factor  in  the  case  of  transporting  fami¬ 
lies  of  employees  in  connection  with  sta¬ 
tion  changes.  The  employee  can  be 
transferred  first  and  his  family  follow  at 
Its  leisure  on  a  later  flight  of  the  em¬ 
ployee’s  own  carrier.  Thus,  the  re¬ 
quested  exchange  of  free  transportation 
Is  more  in  the  nature  of  a  fringe  benefit 
than  one  arising  from  the  administrative 
needs  of  the  carrier.  For  these  reasons, 
we  are  denying  Sudflug’s  request. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  214  of  the  Economic  Regulations 
(14  CFR  Part  214),  effective  July  29. 
1966,  by  amending  the  last  proviso  of 
i  214.2(b)  with  respect  to  the  definition 
of  “charter  flight”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  214.2  Definitions. 

•  •  #  #  • 

(b)  “Charter  flight”  means  air  trans¬ 
portation  performed  by  a  direct  foreign 
air  carrier  on  a  time,  mileage  or  trip 
basis  where  *  *  * 

Provided  further,  That  with  the  consent 
of  the  charterer,  the  direct  foreign  air 
carrier  may  utilize  any  unused  space  for 
the  transportation  of  (1)  the  carrier’s 
own  personnel  and  property  and/or  (11) 
the  directors,  officers  and  employees  of 
an  air  carrier  or  another  foreign  air  car¬ 
rier  traveling  pursuant  to  a  pass  inter¬ 
change  arrangement. 

•  •  •  •  • 


« These  comments  were  filed  by  four  car¬ 
riers:  World  Airways,  Inc.,  Saturn  Airways. 
Inc.,  Caledonian  Airways,  Ltd.,  and  8udflug, 
Suddeutsche  Fluggesellach&ft  mbHL 
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(Secs.  204(a),  402,  403,  Federal  Aviation  Act 
of  1968,  72  St&t.  743;  40  UJS.C.  1324.  72  Stat. 
757;  40  U.S.C.  1372,  72  Stat.  758,  as  amended 
by  74  Stat.  445;  49  US.C.  1373) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7109;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 
8:47  a.m.] 


[Reg.  ER— 467J 

PART  295— TRANSATLANTIC  SUPPLE¬ 
MENTAL  AIR  TRANSPORTATION 

Free  Transportation  of  Employees  of 
Other  Carriers 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  June  24,  1966. 

On  March  29,  1966,  the  Board  issued 
a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making  with 
respect  to  Parts  214  and  295  (14  CFR 
Parts  214,  295),  EDR-99,  Docket  17166, 
which  proposed  to  permit  foreign  air 
carriers  authorized  to  engage  in  charter 
operations  only,  as  well  as  transatlantic 
supplemental  air  carriers,  to  furnish  free 
and  reduced  rate  air  transportation  to 
employees  of  other  carriers  in  certain 
circumstances. 

In  response  to  the  notice,  four  com¬ 
ments  were  received  by  the  Board  urging 
adoption  of  the  proposed  amendments, 
with  two  being  submitted  by  supple¬ 
mental  air  carriers.  For  the  reasons 
stated  by  these  carriers,  which  we  believe 
to  be  valid,  and  which  are  set  forth  in 
Regulation  ERr-466  published  simul¬ 
taneously  herewith,  we  have  determined 
to  amend  Part  295  so  as  to  authorize  the 
transatlantic  supplemental  air  carriers 
to  furnish  free  and  reduced  transporta¬ 
tion  to  employees  of  other  air  carriers 
under  certain  conditions. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Civil  Aeronautics  Board  hereby  amends 
Part  295  (14  CFR  Part  295),  effective 
July  29,  1966,  by  amending  the  last  sen¬ 
tence  of  S  295.2(b)  with  respect  to  the 
definition  of  “charter  flight”  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  295.2  Definition!). 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  “Charter  flight"  means  air  trans¬ 
portation  performed  by  a  direct  air  car¬ 
rier  on  a  time,  mileage  or  trip  basis  where 
(1)  the  entire  capacity  of  one  or  more 
aircraft  has  been  engaged  for  the  move¬ 
ment  of  persons  and  their  personal  bag¬ 
gage — 

•  •  •  —  •  • 

With  the  consent  of  the  charterer,  the 
direct  air  carrier  may  utilize  any  unused 
space  for  the  transportation  of  (1)  the 
carrier’s  own  personnel  and  property 
and/or  (ii)  the  directors,  officers  and  em¬ 
ployees  of  a  foreign  air  carrier  or  another 
air  carrier  traveling  pursuant  to  a  pass 
interchange  arrangement. 
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(Sec.  204(a),  401(d)(3),  403,  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  72  Stat.  743;  49  UJ3.C.  1324, 
72  Stat.  754,  as  amended  by  76  Stat.  143;  49 
UjS.C.  1371,  72  Stat.  758,  as  amended  by  74 
St&t.  445;  49  UJS.C.  1373) 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[FH.  Doc.  66-7110;  Filed.  June  28.  1966; 
8:47  a.m.) 

Title  17— COMMODITY  AND 
SECURITIES  EXCHANGES 

Chapter  II — Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission 

PART  200— ORGANIZATION;  CON¬ 
DUCT  AND  ETHICS;  AND  INFORMA¬ 
TION  AND  REQUESTS 

Subpart  M — Regulation  Concerning 
Conduct  of  Members  and  Employ¬ 
ees  and  Former  Members  and  Em¬ 
ployees  of  the  Commission 

Outside  or  Private  Employment 

Pursuant  to  and  in  conformity  with 
sections  201  through  209  of  Title  18  of 
the  United  States  Code,  Executive  Order 
No.  11222  of  May  8,  1965  (30  F.R.  6469), 
and  Title  5,  Chapter  I,  Part  735  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  paragraph 
(c)  of  S  200.735-4  of  Chapter  n  of  Title 
17  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is 
amended  by  adding  immediately  follow¬ 
ing  the  first  sentence  thereof  a  new 
sentence  which  reads  as  follows:  "Ac¬ 
ceptance  of  a  forwarding  fee  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  within  the  foregoing 
prohibition.” 

As  so  amended,  paragraph  (c)  of 
S  200.735-4  of  this  chapter  shall  read: 

§  200.735—4  Outside  or  private  employ¬ 
ment. 

*  •  •  #  • 

(c)  No  employee  shall  appear  in  court 
or  on  a  brief  in  a  representative  capacity 
(with  or  without  compensation)  or 
otherwise  accept  or  perform  legal,  sic- 
counting,  engineering  or  similar  profes¬ 
sional  work,  unless  specifically  author¬ 
ized  to  do  so  by  the  Commission.  Ac¬ 
ceptance  of  a  forwarding  fee  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  within  the  foregoing  pro¬ 
hibition.  As  a  matter  of  general  policy, 
outside  or  private  professional  work  or 
practice  by  the  staff  is  discouraged  and 
only  in  unusual  cases  or  circumstances 
will  it  be  authorized.' 

•  •  •  •  • 

The  present  footnote  numbered  “8”  to 
said  paragraph  (c)  of  8  200.735-4  is  re¬ 
tained  unchanged. 

(B.O.  11222  of  May  8,  1965,  30  F.R.  6469,  3 
CFR  1965  Supp.;  6  CFR  736.104;  secs.  19.  23. 
48  Stat.  86.  901,  as  amended,  15  UJS.C.  77s. 
78w;  sec.  20.  49  Stat.  833,  16  U.S.C.  79t;  sec. 
319,  63  Stat.  1173,  15  U.S.C.  77ssa:  secs.  38, 
211.  54  St&t.  841,  855,  15  U.S.C.  80a-37, 
80b— 11) 


This  amendment  was  approved  by  the 
Civil  Service  Commission  on  June  20, 
1966,  and  by  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  on  June  23,  1966  . 

Since  the  foregoing  amendment  re¬ 
lates  solely  to  the  Commission’s  internal 
management  and  personnel,  the  Com¬ 
mission  finds  that  the  procedures  speci¬ 
fied  in  section  4  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  are  unnecessary. 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Orvil  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

June  23,  1966. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7080;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:45  a.m.] 


Title  15— COMMERCE  AND 
FOREIGN  TRADE 

Chapter  II — National  Bureau  of 

Standards,  Department  of  Com¬ 
merce 

SUBCHAPTER  B — STANDARD  REFERENCE 
MATERIALS 

PART  230— STANDARD  REFERENCE 
MATERIALS 

Subpart  D — Standards  of  Certified 
Properties  and  Purity 

Standard  Rubbers  and  Rubber  Com¬ 
pounding  Materials 

Under  the  provisions  of  15  U.S.C.  275a 
and  277,  the  following  amendment  re¬ 
lating  to  standard  reference  materials 
issued  by  the  National  Bureau  of  Stand¬ 
ards  is  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  amendment  re¬ 
news  and  revises  standard  reference  ma¬ 
terial  375e. 

The  following  amends  Title  15  CFR 
Part  230. 

Section  230.8-6  Standard  rubbers  and 
rubber  compounding  materials  (b)  Rub¬ 
ber  compounding  materials  is  amended 
to  renew  and  revise  standard  375e  as 
follows: 


Sample 

Nos. 

Kind 

Approxi¬ 
mate 
weight  in 
grams 

Price 

875f . 

7,000 

SIS.  00 

(Sec.  9.  31  Stat.  1450,  u  amended;  16  U.S.C. 
277.  Interprets  or  appllee  sec.  7,  70  Stat. 
959;  15  U.S.C.  275a) 


Dated:  May  25,  1966. 

A.  V.  As  TIN, 
Director. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7075;  Filed.  June  28,  1966; 
8:45  am.] 
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Title  21— FOOD  AND  DRUGS 

Chapter  I — Food  and  Drug  Adminis¬ 
tration,  Department  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare 

SUBCHAPTER  A— GENERAL 

PART  2— ADMINISTRATIVE  FUNC¬ 
TIONS,  PRACTICES,  AND  PROCE¬ 
DURES 

Subpart  H — Delegations  of  Authority 
Subpart  M — Organization 

Bureau  or  Drug  Abuse  Control 

The  administrative  functions,  prac¬ 
tices,  and  procedures  regulations  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below  to  prescribe 
redelegations  of  authority  from  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  Drug  Abuse 
Control  and  to  list  the  field  stations  of 
that  Bureau.  Accordingly,  under  the 
authority  vested  In  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  by  the 
Federal  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  701(a),  52  Stat.  1055;  21  U.S.C. 
371(a))  and  delegated  by  him  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Pood  and  Drugs  (21 
CFR  2.120;  31  F.R.  3008),  and  pursuant 
to  section  3(a)(1)  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  Act  (60  Stat.  238;  5  U.S.C. 
1002) ,  Part  2  is  amended  in  the  following 
respects  * 

1.  Section  2.121  (31  F.R.  3008)  is 
amended  by  revising  paragraph  (b)  (1) 
and  (4),«by  adding  a  new  paragraph 

(b)(5),  and  by  revising  paragraphs  (c), 
(d) ,  and  (e) .  The  affected  portions  read 
as  follows: 

§  2.121  Redrlegatiomi  of  authority  from 
the  CommiMioner  to  other  officers  of 
the  Administration. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  Designations  to  hold  informal 
hearings  in  districts.  (1)  The  Director 
of  the  Bureau  of  Regulatory  Compliance 
is  authorized  to  designate  officers  and 
employees  to  hold  informal  hearings 
under  sections  305,  404(b),  and  801(a) 
of  the  Federal  Pood,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act.  sections  7  and  14  of  the  Federal 
Hazardous  Substances  Labeling  Act,  and 
section  5  of  the  Federal  Import  Milk  Act; 
and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drug 
Abuse  Control  is  authorized  to  designate 
officers  and  employees  to  hold  informal 
hearings  under  sections  305  and  801(a) 
of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic 
Act.  These  employees  are  delegated  au¬ 
thority  contemplated  by  section  1/  43 
Stat.  803  (5  UJ3.C.  521),  section  13  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  and 
section  7(b)  of  the  Administrative  Pro¬ 
cedure  Act  (60  Stat.  241;  5  U.S.C.  1006) 
to  administer  to  or  take  from  any  person 
an  oath,  affirmation,  affidavit,  or  deposi¬ 
tion  for  use  in  any  prosecution  or  pro¬ 
ceeding  under  or  in  the  enforcement  of 
any  law  as  cited  in  this  paragraph. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(4)  The  official  credentials  denomi¬ 
nated  as  Form  FD-200A,  Form  FD-200B, 
Form  FD-200C,  and  Form  FD-200D,  de¬ 
scribed  in  subparagraphs  (2),  (3),  and 


(5)  of  this  paragraph  are  all  superim¬ 
posed  with  the  seal  of  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  with 
blue  imprint. 

(5)  Duly  appointed  and  authorized 
agents  of  the  Food  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  and  all  officers  and  employees  of 
the  Food  and  Drug  Administration  whp 
have  been  issued  the  official  credentials 
denominated  as  Form  FD-200A  entitled 
‘'Identification  Record,"  which  bears 
the  description  and  photograph  of  the 
bearer,  his  signature,  identification  num¬ 
ber,  and  the  date  of  issuance,  and  Form 
Fp-200D  entitled  “Specification  of 
Agent  Authority,"  which  contains  the 
name  of  and  describes  the  general  au¬ 
thority  of  the  bearer,  and  the  signature 
of  the  Commislsoner  of  Food  and  Drugs: 

(1)  Have  been  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  to  conduct 
examinations,  inspections,  and  investiga¬ 
tions;  to  collect  and  obtain  samples;  to 
have  access  to.  and  to  copy  and  verify 
records;  and  to  supervise  compliance 
operations,  for  the  enforcement  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act,  as 
amended.  Further,  they  are  specifically 
designated  in  accordance  with  section 
702(e)  of  said  act  (21  U.S.C.  372(e))  to 
carry  firearms,  make  arrests,  execute 
seizures,  and  to  perform  certain  other 
functions,  all  as  set  forth  in  said  section. 

(ii)  Have  been  designated  by  the  Com¬ 
missioner  of  Food  and  Drugs  to  admin¬ 
ister  oaths  and  affirmations,  under  the 
Act  of  January  31, 1925,  Chapter  124,  sec¬ 
tion  1,  43  Stat.  803  (5  U.S.C.  521)  and 
sections  12  to  15  of  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  IV,  effective  June  30,  1940,  and  Re¬ 
organization  Plan  No.  1  of  1953,  sections 
1  to  9,  effective  April  11,  1953. 

(c)  Authorization  of  officials  to  re¬ 
quest  samples  of  imports.  (1)  The  Di¬ 
rector  of  the  Bureau  of  Regulatory  Com¬ 
pliance  may  authorize  officials  to  request, 
pursuant  to  section  801(a)  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act.  and  sec¬ 
tion  14  of  the  Hazardous  Substances 
Labeling  Act,  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  samples  of  foods,  drugs,  de¬ 
vices,  cosmetics,  or  hazardous  substances 
imported  or  offered  for  import,  in  order 
to  determine  whether  such  articles  are 
in  compliance  with  those  acts. 

(2)  The  Director  of  the  Bureau  of 
Drug  Abuse  Control  may  authorize  offi¬ 
cials  to  request,  pursuant  to  section  801 
(a)  of  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cos¬ 
metic  Act,  from  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury  samples  of  depressant  or  stim¬ 
ulant  drugs  imported  or  offered  for 
import,  in  order  to  determine  whether 
such  articles  are  in  compliance  with  that 
act. 

(d)  Certification  of  true  copies  and 
use  of  Department  seal.  The  Director  of 
the  Bureau  of.  Regulatory  Compliance 
and  the  Director  of  the  Bureau  of  Drug 
Abuse  Control  may  certify  true  copies 
of  documents  and  cause  the  seal  of  the 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  to  be  affixed  to  such  copies. 

(e)  Delegations  regarding  disclosure 
of  official  records.  The  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Regulatory  Compliance,  the 
Director  of  the  Division  of  Case  Super¬ 
vision  of  that  Bureau,  the  Director  of 


the  Bureau  of  Drug  Abuse  Control,  and 
the  Directors  of  the  Division  of  Case 
Assistance  and  the  Division  of  Investi¬ 
gations  of  that  Bureau  are  authorized 
to  make  determinations  to  disclose  offi¬ 
cial  records  and  Information  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  §  4.1  of  this  chapter. 

»  •  •  *  • 

2.  The  heading  of  §  2.173  Field  offices 
(31  F.R.  3008)  is  changed  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  2.173  District  offices. 

3.  The  following  new  section  is  added ; 

§  2.174  Bureau  of  Drug  Abuse  ('.ontrol 
field  stations. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  441  West 
Peachtree  Street,  Atlanta,  Oa..  30308. 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  401  Water 
Street,  Baltimore,  Md..  21202. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  114  Federnl 
Street,  Boston,  Mass.,  02110. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration.  U.S.  Custom 
House,  610  South  Canal  Street.  Chicago. 
IU„  60607. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  1012  Com¬ 
merce  Street.  Dallas.  Tex.,  75207. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  1826  Cali¬ 
fornia  Street,  Denver.  Colo.,  80202. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  U.S.  Court¬ 
house.  811  Grand  Avenue,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.,  64106. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  U.S.  Court¬ 
house,  312  North  Spring  Street.  Los  An¬ 
geles.  Calif.,  90012. 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  346  Broad¬ 
way.  New  York,  N.Y.,  10013. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  upon  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  701(a).  52  Stat.  1056;  21  U.S.C.  371(a); 
sec.  3(a)(1),  60  Stat.  238;  5  U.S.C.  1002) 

Dated;  June  27,  1966. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Acting  Commissioner  of 
Food  and  Drugs. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  66-7178;  Filed.  June  28.  1966; 
8:50  a.m.) 


SUBCHAPTER  B — FOOD  AND  FOOD  PRODUCTS 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Subpart  F — Food  Additives  Resulting 
From  Contact  With  Containers  or 
Equipment  and  Food  Additives 
Otherwise  Affecting  Food 

Components  op  Paper  and  Paperboard 
in  Contact  With  Dry  Food 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs, 
having  evaluated  the  data  in  a  petition 
(FAP  6B1984)  filed  by  E.  I.  du  Pont  de 
Nemours  fc  Co.,  Inc.,  1007  Market  Street, 
Wilmington.  Del.,  19898,  and  other  rele¬ 
vant  material,  has  concluded  that  the 
food  additive  regulations  should  be 
amended  to  provide  for  the  use  of  po¬ 
tassium  titanate  fibers  as  a  component  of 
paper  and  paperboard  intended  for  use  in 
contact  with  dry  food.  Therefore,  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec.  409 
(0(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348(c) 
(1)),  and  under  the  authority  delegated 
to  the  Commissioner  by  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  (21  CFR 
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2  120;  31  F.R.  3008).  S  121.2571(b)(2)  Is 
amended  by  Inserting  alphabetically  In 
the  list  of  substances  a  new  Item  as 
follows: 

§  121.2571  Components  of  paper  and 
paperboard  in  eontact  with  dry  food. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  *  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

List  of  substances  Limitations 

•  •  •  •  •  • 

Potassium  titanate  fibers 
produced  by  calcining 
titanium  dioxide,  po¬ 
tassium  chloride,  and 
potassium  carbonate, 
such  that  the  finished 
crystalline  fibers  have 
a  nominal  diameter  of 
0.20-0.25  micron,  a 
length-to-dlameter  ra¬ 
tio  of  approximately 
25:1  or  greater,  and 
consist  principally  of 
K3Tl4Oe  and  KjTl.Oj,. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  at  any 
time  within  30  days  from  the  date  of  Its 
publication  In  the  Federal  Register  file 
with  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Department  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  Room 
5440,  330  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  D.C.,  20201,  written  objec¬ 
tions  thereto,  preferably  in  quintuplicate. 
Objections  shall  show  wherein  the  per¬ 
son  filing  will  be  adversely  affected  by 
the  order  and  specify  with  particularity 
the  provisions  of  the  order  deemed  objec¬ 
tionable  and  the  grounds  for  the  objec¬ 
tions.  If  a  hearing  is  requested,  the 
objections  must  state  the  issues  for  the 
hearing.  A  hearing  will  be  granted  if 
the  objections  are  supported  by  grounds 
legally  sufficient  to  justify  the  relief 
sought.  .Objections  may  be  accompa¬ 
nied  by  a  memorandum  or  brief  in 
support  thereof. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  be¬ 
come  effective  on  the  date  of  its  publica¬ 
tion  in  the  Federal  Register. 

(Sec.  409(c)(1),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  U.S.C.  348 
(c)(1)) 

Dated:  June  22,  1966. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 
Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Operations. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7092;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:46  am.) 

Title  36— PARKS,  FORESTS, 
AND  MEMORIALS 

Chapter  I — National  Park  Service, 
Department  of  the  Interior 

PART  7— SPECIAL  REGULATIONS  RE¬ 
LATING  TO  PARKS  AND  MONU¬ 
MENTS 

Yellowstone  National  Park,  Wyo.; 

Boating 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  ihe  authority  contained  in  section  3  of 
the  Act  of  August  25.  1916  (39  Stat.  535; 


16  U.S.C.  3),  245  DM-1  (27  F.R.  6395), 
National  Park  Service  Order  No.  34  (31 
F.R.  4255)  Regional  Director,  Midwest 
Region,  Order  No.  4  (31  F.R.  5769),  as 
amended,  that  S  7.13  of  Title  36,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below.  The  purpose  of  this  amend¬ 
ment  is  to  delete  the  prohibition  against 
the  operation  of  sailboats  on  park  waters, 
and  to  delete  the  requirement  that  cer¬ 
tain  boats  be  operated  only  within  one- 
quarter  mile  from  the  shore  of  any  lake. 

Inasmuch  as  the  following  amendment 
relaxes  certain  existing  special  regula¬ 
tions,  it  is  exempt  from  the  requirements 
as  to  advance  publication  of  the  Admin¬ 
istrative  Procedure  Act,  and  shall  become 
effective  immediately  upon  publication 
in  the  Federal  Register  in  order  to  give 
the  public  the  benefits  of  its  provisions 
as  soon  as  possible. 

Subparagraphs  (3)  and  (6)  of  para¬ 
graph  (d)  of  |  7.13  are  deleted  In  their 
entirety. 

§  7.13  Yellow*lonr  National  Park. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(d)  Boats — •  •  • 

(3)  Size  and  type  limitation.  [De¬ 
leted] 

•  •  •  •  • 

(6)  Special  limits  for  small  boats. 
[Deleted] 

•  •  •  •  • 

John  S.  McLaughlin, 
Superintendent. 

Yellowstone  National  Park. 
[Fit.  Doc.  66-7079;  Filed.  June  28.  1*66; 

8:45  am  ] 

Title  41— PUBLIC  CONTRACTS 
AND  PROPERTY  MANAGEMENT 

Chapter  11 — Coast  Guard,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Treasury 

[  CGFR-66-35  ] 

PART  11-1— GENERAL 

Subpart  11-1.3 — General  Policies 

Contracting  Officer's  Decision  Under 
a  Disputes  Clause 

Pursuant  to  authority  vested  in  me  as 
Commandant,  U.S.  Coast  Guard,  by 
Treasury  Department  Order  167-17  (20 
F.R.  4976)  and  Treasury  Department 
Order  167-50  (28  F.R.  530) : 

Section  11-1.318  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§11—1.318  Contracting  officer's  deci¬ 
sion  under  a  disputes  clause. 

(a)  When  a  final  decision  of  the  con¬ 
tracting  officer  concerns  a  dispute  that 
is  or  may  be  subject  to  the  Disputes 
Clause,  Include  the  following  as  the  last 
paragraph  In  the  decision  in  lieu  of  the 
paragraph  set  forth  in  §  l-1.318(a)  of 
this  title. 

This  is  the  final  decision  of  the  contracting 
officer.  You  may.  In  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Disputes  Clause,  appeal 
from  this  decision.  The  notice  of  appeal 
must  be  In  writing  and  the  original  with  four 


copies  must  be  mailed  to  or  otherwise  fur¬ 
nished  to  the  contracting  officer  within  thirty 
days  from  the  date  of  receipt  of  this  decision. 
Such  notice  should  Indicate  that  an  appeal 
Is  intended,  refer  to  this  decision.  Identify 
the  subject  contract  by  number  and  furnish 
the  name  and  duty  station  of  the  Govern¬ 
ment  contracting  officer.  The  Coast  Guard 
Board  of  Contract  Appeals  Is  the  duly  au¬ 
thorised  representative  jof  the  Secretary  of 
the  Treasury  tor  hearing,  considering  and 
determining  disputes  arising  under  the  Dis¬ 
putes  Clause.  The  rules  of  the  Coast  Guard 
Board  of  Contract  Appeals,  a  copy  which  Is 
enclosed,  are  set  forth  In  41  CFR  11-60. 

(b)  See  Chapter  1  of  this  title. 

Dated:  June  21, 1966. 

[seal]  W.  J.  Smith, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Coast  Guard, 
Commandant. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7118;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 
8:48  am.) 

Title  43— PUBLIC  LANDS: 
INTERIOR 

Chapter  II — Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Department  of  the  Interior 
APPENDIX — PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 
(Public  Land  Order  4032] 

]  Idaho  017100;  017101] 

IDAHO 

Withdrawal  for  National  Forest  Rec¬ 
reation  Areas  and  Campgrounds 

Correction 

In  F.R.  Doc.  66-6432,  appearing  at  page 
8239  of  the  issue  for  Saturday,  June  11, 
1966,  the  second  entry  for  section  26, 
under  Wilderness  Gateway  Recreation 
Area,  should  be  deleted  and  the  follow¬ 
ing  substituted  therefor: 

Sec.  34.  N4NB>4NEK,  SW>/4  NE^NE*;, 
NW)4NE)4,  NV4SWViNEV4.  SB%SW>4 
NE%.  W^SE%NE%.  EVfcNBViNWVi  and 
NE  (4  SB  %  lfW  *4 . 


Title  49— TRANSPORTATION 

Chapter  I — Interstate  Commerce 
Commission 

SUBCHAPTER  A — GENERAL  RULES  AND 
REGULATIONS 

]S.O.  958;  Arndt.  2] 

PART  95 — CAR  SERVICE 

Norfolk  t  Western  Railway  Co.  Au¬ 
thorized  To  Operate  Over  Trackage 
of  Chesapeake  I  Ohio  Railway  Co. 

At  a  session  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  division  3.  held  at  its 
office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the  23d 
day  of  June  A.D.  1966. 

Upon  further  consideration  of  Service 
Order  No.  958  (30  F.R.  2712,  16114)  and 
good  cause  appearing  therefore: 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

Section  95.058  (Service  Order  No.  958) 
is  hereby  amended  by  substituting  the 
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following  paragraph  (e)  for  para¬ 
graph  (e)  thereof: 

§  95.958  Service  Order  No.  958. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(e)  Expiration  date.  This  section 
shall  expire  at  11:59  pjn.,  December  31. 
1966,  unless  otherwise  modified,  changed, 
or  suspended  by  order  of  this  Com¬ 
mission.  , 

Effective  date.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  at  11:59  p.m.,  June  30, 
1966. 

(Secs.  1.  13.  15.  34  Stat.  370.  383.  384.  as 
amended;  40  U.8.C.  1.  12,  15.  17(3).  Inter¬ 
prets  or  applies  secs.  1(10-17),  15(4),  17(3), 
40  Stat.  101.  as  amended.  54  Stat.  Oil;  40 
U.S.C.  1(10-17),  15(4),  17(3)) 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  copies  of 
this  order  and  direction  shall  be  served 
upon  the  Association  of  American  Rail¬ 
roads.  Car  Service  Division,  as  agent  of 
all  railroads  subscribing  to  the  car  serv¬ 
ice  and  per  diem  agreement  under  the 
terms  of  that  agreement;  and  that  no¬ 
tice  of  this  order  shall  be  given  to  the 
general  public  by  depositing  a  copy  in 
the  office  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  at  Washington,  D.C.,  and  by 
filing  it  with  the  Director,  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Commission,  division  3. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Carson, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  68-7100;  Piled,  June  28.  1966; 

8:46  a.m.) 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Consumer  and  Marketing  Service 
[  7  CFR  Part  1013  1 

|  Docket  No.  AO-286- A8J 

MILK  IN  SOUTHEASTERN  FLORIDA 
MARKETING  AREA 

Decision  on  Proposed  Amendments  to 

Tentative  Marketing  Agreement 

and  to  Order  (Partial) 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Agri¬ 
cultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.), 
and  the  applicable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  governing  the  formulation  of 
marketing  agreements  and  marketing 
orders  (7  CFR  Part  900),  a  public  hear¬ 
ing  was  held  at  Fort  Lauderdale,  Fla., 
on  March  3-4,  1966,  pursuant  to  notice 
thereof  Issued  on  February  10,  1966  (31 
F.R. 2730). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Deputy  Administrator  on 
May  27,  1966  (31  F.R.  7829;  F.R.  Doc. 
66-6046)  filed  with  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture,  his  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  containing  notice  of 
the  opportunity  to  file  written  excep¬ 
tions  thereto. 

The  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings 
of  the  recommended  decision  (31  F.R. 
7829) ;  F.R.  Doc.  66-6046)  are  hereby  ap¬ 
proved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth  in 
full  herein : 

The  material  issues  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing  relate  to: 

1.  Expansion  of  the  marketing  area. 

2.  Class  prices. 

3.  Butterfat  differentials. 

4.  Location  differentials. 

5.  Classification. 

6.  Enabling  a  cooperative  to  be  the 
handler  on  bulk  tank  milk. 

7.  Diversion  of  producer  milk. 

8.  Miscellaneous  and  conforming 
changes. 

This  decision  is  concerned  only  with  a 
portion  (Class  I  price)  of  Issue  2.  The 
remainder  of  that  issue  and  all  other 
issues  at  the  hearing  will  be  considered  in 
a  further  decision. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  findings  and  conclusions  on  the 
material  Issues  are  based  on  evidence 
presented  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof : 

2.  Class  prices — (a)  Class  I  price.  The 
Class  I  price  through  June  1967  should 
be  computed  by  adding  $3.20  to  a  basic 
formula  price.  The  Minnesota- Wiscon¬ 
sin  manufacturing  milk  price  series, 
w  hich  is  the  basic  formula  for  determin¬ 
ing  the  Class  I  price  for  Tampa  Bay  and 
65  other  Federal  milk  orders,  should  be 
the  basic  formula  for  the  Southeastern 
Florida  order. 


The  method  of  adding  a  differential  to 
a  basic  formula  price  in  determining  the 
Class  I  price  gives  appropriate  consider¬ 
ation  to  the  economic  factors  underlying 
changes  in  the  general  level  of  prices  for 
milk  and  manufactured  dairy  products. 
Basically,  prices  for  milk  used  for  fluid 
purposes  have  a  direct  relationship  to  the 
prices  paid  for  milk  used  for  manufac¬ 
turing  purposes. 

A  differential  over  manufacturing  milk 
prices  is  necessary  to  cover  the  extra 
costs  of  meeting  quality  requirements  in 
the  production  of  market  milk  and 
transportation  costs  to  the  fluid  market 
and  to  furnish  the  necessary  incentive 
for  dairy  farmers  to  produce  and  deliver 
adequate  supplies  for  the  needs  of  the 
market. 

Producers  proposed  that  the  Class  I 
price  be  computed  by  adding  a  specific 
differential  to  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin 
manufacturing  milk  price  series.  This 
series  is  based  on  prices  paid  at  a  large 
number  of  manufacturing  plants  in  the 
two  states.  Plant  operators  report  the 
total  pounds  of  manufacturing  grade 
milk  received  from  farmers,  the  total 
butterfat  content  and  the  total  dollars 
paid  to  dairy  farmers  for  such  milk  f .o.b. 
plants.  These  prices  are  reported  on  a 
current  month  basis  and  the  announced 
Minnesota-Wisconsln  price  is  available 
by  the  fifth  day  of  the  following  month. 
The  various  Federal  order  markets  in 
which  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  price 
series  is  used  as  a  basic  formula  price  in¬ 
clude  markets  that  serve  as  sources  of 
supplemental  milk  for  Southeastern 
Florida  handlers. 

The  Class  I  price  is  now  obtained  by 
adding  or  subtracting  a  monthly  supply- 
demand  adjustment  to  $6,625.  The 
price  thus  obtained  may  not,  however, 
exceed  by  more  than  $4.00  the  Midwest 
condense ry  price  or  be  less  than  that 
price  plus  $2.75.  For  the  4  years  through 
December  1965,  the  Southeastern  Florida 
Class  I  price  averaged  $6.37,  For  1962, 
it  was  $6.38;  $6.39  in  1963;  $6.33  in  1964; 
and  $6.39  in  1965. 

Producers  proposed  that  the  Class  I 
price  be  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  price 
for  the  preceding  month  plus  an  average 
differential  of  $3.30.  Such  differential 
would  be  $3.15  March  through  July  and 
$3.40  August  through  February.  As  pro¬ 
posed  by  producers,  the  supply-demand 
provisions  of  the  order  would  be  discon¬ 
tinued.  Producers  claim  that  their  pro¬ 
posed  Class  I  price,  which  is  30  cents 
above  Tampa  Bay,  is  necessary  to  main¬ 
tain  an  appropriate  alinement  with  the 
Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price.  In  further 
support  of  an  increased  Class  I  price, 
producers  state  that  their  cost  prices 
f.o.b.  the  Southeastern  Florida  market 
for  supplemental  milk  supplies  in  the 
past  year  were  higher  than  the  order 
Class  I  prices. 

Handlers  opposed  any  change  in  the 
Class  I  pricing  provisions  that  would  in¬ 


crease  the  level  of  the  Class  I  price. 
They  contend  that  the  supplies  of  milk 
for  the  market  are  generally  ample  and 
that  there  has  been  no  perceptible  de¬ 
cline  in  production  relative  to  the  mar¬ 
ket's  Class  I  requirements.  Handlers 
also  pointed  out  that  relatively  negligible 
quantities  of  milk  were  imported  from 
outside  sources  on  an  annual  basis  to 
meet  the  market's  Class  I  needs.  In 
response  to  producers'  claim  that  the 
importation  of  supplies  Indicated  that 
production  for  the  market  was  not  ade¬ 
quate,  handlers  argue  that  the  increased 
production  on  an  annual  basis  locally  to 
replace  the  imports  would  be  uneco¬ 
nomical  for  producers.  They  stated 
further  that  producers  are  aware  of  this 
and  consider  it  to  be  in  their  best  In¬ 
terest  to  maintaiif  the  current  rate  of 
production  relative  to  the  market’s  re¬ 
quirements.  Handlers  had  no  objection 
to  using  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  milk 
price  series  as  the  basic  formula  price, 
providing  the  Class  I  price  would  be  no 
higher  than  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin 
price  for  the  preceding  month  plus  $3.00 
modified  by  the  present  supply-demand 
provisions  of  the  order. 

The  present  method  of  determining 
the  Southeastern  Florida  Class  I  price 
is  Inappropriate  under  current  market¬ 
ing  conditions.  Maintaining  a  stated 
amount  ($6,625)  as  a  basic  Class  I  price 
fails  to  give  consideration  to  the  basic 
economic  factors  affecting  milk  prices. 
Class  I  prices  in  nearby  Tampa  Bay  and 
in  other  Federal  orders  (Including  those 
that  serve  as  alternative  sources  of  sup¬ 
ply  for  Southeastern  Florida  handlers) 
are  based  on  the  market  prices  of  manu¬ 
facturing  grade  milk.  As  the  prices  for 
manufacturing  milk  Increase,  as  they 
have  in  recent  months,  the  increase  is 
reflected  in  the  Class  I  prices  in  practi¬ 
cally  all  Federal  orders  except  South¬ 
eastern  Florida. 

On  an  annual  basis,  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  series  as  a  basic  formula  was 
relatively  stable  from  1962,  when  it  av¬ 
eraged  $3.12,  to  1965  when  it  was  $3.26. 
Since  the  fall  of  1965,  however,  when 
production  nationally  declined  precipi¬ 
tously,  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price, 
as  did  other  manufacturing  milk  prices, 
rose  sharply.  For  December  1965  and 
January  and  February  1966,  the  Minne¬ 
sota-Wisconsin  prices  of  $3.47,  $3.47,  and 
$3.58  averaged  25  cents  above  the  $3.29, 
$3.25,  and  $3.22  prices  for  the  corre¬ 
sponding  months  a  year  earlier.  These 
prices,  as  all  other  Minnesota-Wisconsin 
prices  referred  to  herein,  are  on  a  3.5- 
percent  butterfat  basis. 

Since  the  Class  I  price  for  the  current 
month  is  announced  by  the  fifth  day  of 
the  month,  the  basic  formula  price  should 
be  the  Minnesota-Wisconsin  price  for  the 
preceding  month.  For  the  4-year  period 
ending  November  1965,  the  Minnesota- 
Wisconsin  price  averaged  $3.16.  As  a 
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basic  formula  for  the  4  years,  it  would 
have  averaged  $3.12  in  1962,  $3.10  in 
1963,  $3.17  In  1964,  and  $3.26  In  1965. 
The  Southeastern  Florida  Class  I  price 
averaged  $6.37  for  the  same  4-year  pe¬ 
riod.  If  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  price 
plus  $3.20  as  herein  proposed  were  the 
effective  Class  I  price  in  1962  through 
1965,  it  would  have  obtained  an  average 
price  of  $6.36,  approximately  the  same 
as  the  average  order  price  for  the  4-year 
period. 

The  $3.20  Class  I  differential  herein 
proposed  is  20  cents  above  the  compar¬ 
able  differential  In  the  Tampa  Bay  order. 
However,  the  Tampa  Bay  order  provides 
that  its  Class  I  price  may  not  be  higher 
than  the  Southeastern  Florida  Class  I 
price  for  the  same  month.  Because  of 
the  recent  sharp  increase  In  the  Minne- 
sota-Wisconsln  price  series  (on  which  the 
Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price  is  based)  the 
Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price,  since  Its  incep¬ 
tion,  has  been  the  same  as  the  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  Class  I  price.  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  producers  claim  that  it 
is  inappropriate  to  maintain  the  prices 
in  these  two  orders  at  the  same  level. 
Tampa  Bay,  they  state,  is  closer  to  the 
alternative  sources  of  supply,  from  which 
supplemental  milk  must  be  obtained,  and 
argue  that  this  justifies  Southeastern 
Florida  Class  I  price  30  oents  higher  than 
that  for  Tampa  Bay. 

The  Southeastern  Florida  Class  I  price 
must  give  appropriate  recognition  to  the 
competition  of  Southeastern  Florida  and 
Tampa  Bay  handlers,  both  in  the  pro¬ 
curement  of  supplies  and  in  Class  I  sales. 
A  majority  of  the  milk  under  both  the 
Southeastern  Florida  and  Tampa  Bay 
orders  is  produced  in  an  area  that  Is 
about  equally  accessible  to  both  markets. 
Hence,  a  Southeastern  Florida  Class  I 
price  that  is  too  low  In  relation  to  the 
Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price  would  place 
Southeastern  Florida  handlers  at  a  dis¬ 
advantage  In  keeping  producers  in  this 
area  where  the  milksheds  for  the  two 
markets  overlap.  Likewise,  a  wide  dif¬ 
ference  between  the  Southeastern  Florida 
and  Tampa  Bay  Class  I  prices  would  give 
an  unwarranted  advantage  to  handlers 
in  the  “under-priced”  market. 

The  Tampa  Bay  marketing  area’s  be¬ 
ing  closer  to  alternative  sources  of  supply 
does  not  per  se  justify  a  substantially 
higher  Southeastern  Florida  Class  I 
price.  On  the  other  hand,  a  disparate 
difference  between  the  Class  I  price  in 
these  markets  over  an  extended  period  of 
time  could  result  in  chaotic  marketing 
conditions  in  the  area.  The  30 -cent 
spread  between  the  Tampa  Bay  and 
Southeastern  Florida  Class  I  price  re¬ 
quested  by  producers  would  tend  to  con¬ 
tribute  to  this  end. 

In  urging  that  the  present  supply-de¬ 
mand  provisions  be  eliminated  from  the 
order,  producers  emphasized  that  a  sup¬ 
ply-demand  formula  should  be  based  on 
the  producer  deliveries  and  Class  I  sales 
1  or  a  larger  region  than  the  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  market,  such  as  the 
aggregate  receipts  and  sales  for  South¬ 
eastern  Florida  and  Tampa  Bay.  The 
Tampa  Bay  order  has  been  fully  effective 
only  since  January  of  this  year.  Hence, 
adequate  data  are  not  yet  available  on 


which  to  base  a  supply-demand  formula 
that  would  be  applicable  to  that  order. 
Consideration  was  given  to  this  fact  when 
establishing  the  Class  I  pricing  provisions 
in  the  Tampa  Bay  order.  It  was  con¬ 
cluded  at  that  time  that  a  supply- 
demand  formula  should  not  be  incor¬ 
porated  into  the  order  before  at  least 
1  year’s  data  on  supply  and  sales  had 
been  accumulated.  For  that  reason,  the 
Tampa  Bay  Class  I  price  was  made  ef¬ 
fective  for  only  the  first  18  months  of 
the  order,  through  June  1967.  It  is 
appropriate,  therefore,  that  the  proposed 
Southeastern  Florida  Class  I  price  not 
be  made  applicable  beyond  that  month. 
This  will  make  it  possible  to  consider 
comprehensively  the  Class  I  pricing 
structure  of  the  two  orders  at  a  public 
hearing  to  provide  for  Class  I  pricing  af¬ 
ter  June  1967.  At  that  time,  sufficient 
data  will  be  available  to  give  adequate 
consideration  to  a  single  supply-demand 
formula  for  the  two  orders. 

Rulings  on  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions.  Briefs  and  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of 
certain  interested  parties.  These  briefs, 
proposed  findings  and  conclusions  and 
the  evidence  in  the  record  were  con¬ 
sidered  in  making  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  above.  To  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  the  suggested  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  filed  by  interested  parties  are 
inconsistent  with  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  set  forth  herein,  the  requests  to 
make  such  findings  or  reach  such  conclu¬ 
sions  are  denied  for  the  reasons  previous¬ 
ly  stated  in  this  decision. 

General  findings.  The  findings  and 
determinations  hereinafter  set  forth  are 
supplementary  and  in  addition  to  the 
findings  and  determinations  previously 
made  in  connection  with  the  issuance  of 
the  aforesaid  order  and  of  the  previously 
issued  amendments  thereto;  and  all  of 
said  previous  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  are  hereby  ratified  and  affirmed,  ex¬ 
cept  insofar  as  such  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  may  be  in  conflict  with  the 
findings  and  determinations  set  forth 
herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  party  prices  of  milk  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price  of 
feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  marketing  area,  and  the  minimum 
prices  specified  in  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  the  order,  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public 
interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as,  and  will 
be  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of  industrial  and  com¬ 
mercial  activity  specified  in,  a  marketing 


agreement  upon  which  a  hearing  has 
been  held. 

Rulings  on  exceptions.  In  arriving  at 
the  findings  and  conclusions,  and  the 
regulatory  provisions  of  this  decision, 
each  of  the  exceptions  received  was  care¬ 
fully  and  fully  considered  in  conjunction 
with  the  record  evidence  pertaining 
thereto.  To  the  extent  that  the  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision  are  at  variance 
with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such  excep¬ 
tions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  agreement  and  order.  An¬ 
nexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof  are 
two  documents  entitled  respectively, 
“Marketing  Agreement  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Southeastern 
Florida  Marketing  Area”,  and  “Order 
Amending  the  Order  Regulating  the 
Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Southeastern 
Florida  Marketing  Area”,  which  have 
been  decided  upon  as  the  detailed  and 
appropriate  means  of  effectuating  the 
foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  all  of  this 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions 
of  said  marketing  agreement  are  iden¬ 
tical  with  those  contained  in  the  order 
as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  will  be  published 
with  this  decision. 

Determination  oj  representative  period. 
The  month  of  April  1966,  is  hereby  de¬ 
termined  to  be  the  representative  period 
for  the  purpose  of  ascertaining  whether 
the  issuance  of  the  attached  order,  as 
amended  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended,  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Southeastern  Florida  mar¬ 
keting  area,  is  approved  or  favored  by 
producers,  as  defined  under  the  terms  of 
the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  and  who,  dur¬ 
ing  such  representative  period,  were  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  of  milk  for  sale 
within  the  aforesaid  marketing  area. 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  June 
24,  1966. 


John  A.  Baker, 
Assistant  Secretary. 


Order 1  Amending  the  Order  Regulating 
the  Handling  of  Milk  in  the  Southeast¬ 
ern  Florida  Marketing  Area 

§  1013.0  Findings  and  determinations. 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  Issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  Issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  Insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  set  forth  herein. 


*  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  |  900.14  of 
the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 
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(a)  Findings  upon  the  basis  of  the 
hearing  record.  Pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq),  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  and  procedure  govern¬ 
ing  the  formulation  of  marketing  agree¬ 
ments  and  marketing  orders  (7  CFR  Part 
900),  a  public  hearing  was  held  upon 
certain  proposed  amendments  to  the 
tentative  marketing  agreement  and  to 
the  order  regulating  the  handling  of 
milk  in  the  Southeastern  Florida  mar¬ 
keting  area.  Upon  the  basis  of  the  evi¬ 
dence  introduced  at  such  hearing  and 
the  record  thereof,  it  is  found  that: 

( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  deter¬ 
mined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the  Act, 
are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the  price 
of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds,  and 
other  economic  conditions  which  affect 
market  supply  and  demand  for  milk  in 
the  said  marketing  area,  and  the  mini¬ 
mum  prices  specified  in  the  order  as  here¬ 
by  amended,  are  such  prices  as  will 
reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  insure  a 
sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and  wholesome 
milk,  and  be  in  the  public  interest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  in  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  speci¬ 
fied  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
which  a  hearing  has  been  held. 
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Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered,  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof,  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Southeastern  Florida  marketing  area 
shall  be  in  conformity  to  and  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  the  terms  and  conditions  of 
the  aforesaid  order,  as  amended  and  as 
hereby  amended,  as  follows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order  amending  the 
order  contained  in  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision  issued  by  the  Deputy  Adminis¬ 
trator  on  May  27,  1966  and  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  June  2,  1966 
(31  F.R.  7829;  F.R.  Doc.  66-6046),  shall 
be  and  are  the  terms  and  provisions  of 
this  order,  and  are  set  forth  in  full 
herein: 

1.  In  S  1013.50,  paragraphs  (b)  and 
(c)  are  revoked  and  paragraph  (a)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1013.50  Class  prices. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(a)  Class  I  price.  From  the  effective 
date  of  this  paragraph  through  June 
1967,  the  Class  I  price  shall  be  the  basic 
formula  price  for  the  preceding  month 
plus  $3.20. 

(b)  r Revoked], 

(c)  [Revoked]. 

•  •  •  •  • 

2.  Add  a  new  S  1013.50-a  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1013.50-a  Basic  formula  price. 

The  basic  formula  price  shall  be  the 
average  price  per  hundredweight  for 


manufacturing  grade  milk,  f.o.b.  plants 
in  Wisconsin  and  Minnesota,  as  reported 
by  the  Department  for  the  month.  Such 
price  shall  be  adjusted  to  a  3.5  percent 
butterfat  basis  by  a  butterfat  differential 
(rounded  to  the  nearest  one- tenth  cent) 
at  the  rate  of  the  Chicago  butter  price 
times  0.12  and  rounded  to  the  nearest 
cent. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66  7091;  Filed.  June  28,  1966; 

8:46  a.m.j 


FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[  46  CFR  Part  510  1 

[Docket  No.  68-81] 

PRACTICES  OF  INDEPENDENT  OCEAN 
FREIGHT  FORWARDERS,  OCEAN 
FREIGHT  BROKERS,  AND  OCEAN¬ 
GOING  COMMON  CARRIERS 

Notice  of  Extension  of  Time 

June  24,  1966. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Maritime  Commission  has  extended  until 
the  close  of  business  July  8, 1966,  the  time 
for  interested  parties  to  answer  the  “Re¬ 
ply  to  Comments”  filed  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Office  of  Hearing  Counsel  in  the 
above  docketed  proceeding. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  68-7116;  Filed,  June  28.  1966; 
8:48  a.m.| 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  31,  NO.  125 — WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  29,  1966 


8959 


Notices 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Maritime  Administration 

[Report  73] 

LIST  OF  FREE  WORLD  AND  'OLISH 
FLAG  VESSELS  ARRIVING  IN  CUBA 
SINCE  JANUARY  1,  1963 

Section  1.  The  Maritime  Adminis¬ 
tration  is  making  available  to  the  appro¬ 
priate  Departments  the  following  list  of 
vessels  which  have  arrived  in  Cuba  since 
January  1,  1963,  based  on  information 
received  through  June  14. 1966,  exclusive 
of  those  vessels  that  called  at  Cuba  on 
U.8.  Government-approved  noncommer¬ 
cial  voyages  and  those  listed  in  section  2. 
Pursuant  to  established  UB.  Government 
policy,  the  listed  vessels  are  ineligible  to 
carry  US.  Government-financed  cargoes 
from  the  United  States. 

Flag  or  Registry  and  Name  or  Ship 

Gross 

tonnage 

Total,  all  flags  (262  ships) _ 1, 796, 195 

British  (73  ships) _  646,004 


••Agate  (trips  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Dairen — British) . 

*  •  Amalia  ( now  Maltese) . 

••Amazon  River  (now  River — sold 

to  Dutch  breakers) _ _ _  7,234 

Antarctica _  8, 785 

Arctic  Ocean _ . _  8. 791 

Ardenode _ _ _ _  7. 038 

Ardgem _ _ _ _ _ _  6,  981 

••Ardmore  (now  Kail  Elpls — Brit¬ 
ish) . . 4,884 

Ardpa trick _  7,  054 

Ardrossmore _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  8,  820 

Ardrowan _ _ _ _  7, 300 

Ardslrod _  7, 026 

Ardtara _ _ _ _ _  5,  795 

••Arlington  Court  (now  South- 
gate — British). 

Athelcrown  (tanker) _ _ _ 11,149 

Athelduke  (tanker)... _ 9,089 

Athelknlght  (tanker) _  9,087 

Athelmere  ( tanker  ) _ 7,524 

Athelmonarch  (tanker) _ 11,182 

••Athelsultan  (tanker — broken 

up) -  9, 149 

Avlsfalth . . . . .  7.  868 

Baxtergate -  8, 813 

Cheung  Chau _ _  8, 588 

Chlpbee  (sold  for  scrap) _  7, 271 

••Cosmo  Trader  (trips  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Ivy  Fair — Brit¬ 
ish). 

••Dairen  (now  Agate — British)..  4,939 
••East  Breeze  (now  Phoenician 

Dawn — British) _ _ _  8,  708 

Eastfortune  _  8,  789 

Ellcos _ _ _ _ _ _  7, 134 

Formentor  _ _ _ _  8, 424 

Fortune  Enterprise _  7, 284 

•  •Free  Enterprise  (now  Cypriot). 

••Free  Merchant  (now  Cypriot). 
••Qarthdale  (now  Jeb  Lee — Brit¬ 
ish) -  7.642 


••Ships  appearing  on  the  list  that  have 
been  scrapped  or  have  had  changes  In  name 
and/or  flag  of  registry. 


Flag  or  Registry  and  Name  op  Ship 


British— Continued 


Gross 

Tonnage 


Grosvenor  Mariner _ _ ... 

Hazelmoor _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Helka _ - . 

Hemisphere  _ _ _ _ _ _ — . 

Ho  Fung _ 

Inchstaffa _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Inchstuart  _ 

Ivy  Fair  (now  Cosmo  Trader — 

.  British — broken  up) _ _ _ . 

••Jeb  Lee  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Qarthdale — British) . 

Jollity  . — 

••Kail  Elpls  (trips  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Ardmore — British) . 

Kinross  _ _ 

La  Hortensla _ - 

Llnkmoor _ _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Maglster  _ 

Nancy  Dee _ _ 

Nebula _ _ _ _ 

•  ‘Newdene  (now  Free  Navigator— 

Cypriot). 

••Newforest  (now  Cypriot). 

Newgate _ _ ....... 

Newglade  _ 

•  'Newgrove  (now  Cypriot) . 

Newheath  _ _ _ _ - _ - 

Newhlll . . . . 

Newlane  _ - 

•  *Newmeadow  (now  Cypriot) . 

Newmoat _ _ _ _ _ _ 

Newmoor _ 

Nils  Amelon _ 

Ooean  tramp _ _ 

Oceantravel _ .... _ _ 

Peony _ _ _ 

••Phoenician  Dawn  (trips  to  Cuba 

under  ex-name,  East  Breeze — 
British). 

••Redbrook  (now  E.  Evangella — 

Greek) _ _ 

Ruthy  Ann _ ... 

••St.  Antonio  (now  Maltese). 

Sandsend  _ 

Santa  Granda _ _ _ _ 

Sea  Amber _ _ 

Sea  Coral _ ..... 

Sea  Empress _ _ _ ... 

Seasage  _ 

Shlenfoon _ _ _ _ 

•  ‘Shun  Fung  (wrecked) _ 

••Soclyve  (now  Maltese). 
••Southgate  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba  under  ex-name,  Arlington 

Court — British)  _ _ _ _ 

Stanwear _ ... _ _ 

Suva  Breeze  (now  Cathay  Trader — 

Panamanian) _ _ _ _ _ 

••Swift  River  (now  KaUlthea— 
Cypriot) . 

••Tlmlos  Stavros  (now  Maltese 
flag— previous  trips  to  Cuba — 
Greek). 

Venice  _ _ _ _ 

Vercharmlan _ ... 

Vergmont _ ..... 

Yungfutary  _ _ .... _ _ 

Yunglutaton _ _ 

Zela  M. . . 


7.  028 
7,907 
2,111 
8,718 
7, 121 
5,265 
7,  043 


7,  201 


8,  860 


6,388 
9,486 
8,236 
2.  339 
8.  597 
8,924 


8,743 

7,368 

7,643 
7,855 
7.  043 

7, 151 
7, 168 
6.  281 
6.  185 
10,  477 
9,  037 


7,388 
7,  361 

7,236 
7,229 
10,421 
10,421 
8,941 
4,330 
7. 127 
7. 148 


9.862 
8, 108 

4,  970 


8,  611 
7.  265 
7, 381 
5.  388 
5,414 
7.  237 


Lebanese  (55  ships) 


874, 134 


Alolos  n _  7,  258 

Ale  Giannis  _ _ _ _ _  6,997 

••Akamas  (now Cypriot). 

Al  Amin _  7.188 

Alaska  _ _ _ _ _  6, 989 


Flag  or  Registry  and  Name  or  Ship 

Gross 


Lebanese — Continued  Tonnage 

Anthas _ _ _ _ _ _ — _  7.  044 

Antonis _ -  6,  259 

••Ares  (constructive  total  loss) _  4,557 

Aretl  _ _ ..... - - - -  7, 176 

Ailstefa  ... _  6, 995 

Astir _  6.324 

Athamas _  4,  729 

••Carnation  (sold  Spanish  break¬ 
ers)  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  4.  884 

Claire _  5,411 

Cris  _  8. 032 

Dimes _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  7, 187 

••E.  Myrtldlotlssa  (aground. 

Trips  to  Cuba  under  ex-name, 

Kalllopl  D.  Lemos — Lebanese) . 

•  ‘Free  Trader  (now  Cypriot) . 

Georgloe  M.  II _  5.  028 

Giannis _ _ _ _  6,  270 

Glorgos  Tsaklroglou  _ _ 7,240 

Granlkos _ .....  7.  282 

Ilena  _ ...  5,925 

Ioann  la  Asplotls _ _  7,  297 

••Kalllopl  D.  Lemos  (now  E. 

Myrtldlotlssa — Lebanese ) _ ...  5, 103 

Katerina  _ ...  9.  357 

Leftrlc _  7.178 

Malou  _  7, 145 

Mantrlc _ -  7,  255 

* •  Marla  Desplna  (broken  In  two) .  7, 254 

Marla  Renee - l _ _ _  7.  203 

Marlchrlstlna _ _ _ _ _ _  7, 124 

•  •  Mary  mark  (sold  German  ship- 

breakers)  _ _ .....  4,  383 

Mersinldl  _  6. 782 

Mousse _  9. 307 

Nlctrlc _  7,  296 

Noelle _  7. 251 

••Noeml  (aground) _ _ _  7,070 

Olga _  7, 199 

Panagos  _  7, 133 

Parmarlna  _ _ _ _  8,  721 

••Razanl  (broken  up) _  7,253 

••Reneka  (now  San  Carlo — Pan¬ 
amanian  flag) _ _ .... — _  7,  250 

Rio .  7. 194 

••St.  Anthony  (broken  up). _ _  5,349 

St.  Nicolas _  7. 165 

San  Spyrldon _  7,260 

••Sheik  Boutros  (trips  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Cavtat — Yugo¬ 
slav). 

Stevo _ ... _ _ _ _ _ _  7, 066 

Taxlarhls  . .  7. 349 

Tertrlc  _  7. 045 

Theodora#  Lemos -  7, 198 

Tony  _  7. 176 

Toula _ _  8. 426 

Troyan  _  7,243 

Vasslllki  . . . . .  7. 192 

Vastric _  8,  751 

Vergollvada  _ _ .... _ _ _ _  8,339 

Yanxllas _ _ _  10, 051 

Greek  (38  ships) _  268,450 


Agios  Therapon _  5, 617 

Akastos _ _  7, 331 

Alice _  7. 189 

•  •Ambassade  (sold  Hongkong  ship 

breakers)  _ 8, 600 

Americana  _  7, 104 

Anacreon _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _  7, 359 

•  ’Anatoli  (now  Sunrise— Cypriot) . 
••Andromachl  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba  under  ex-name,  Penel¬ 
ope — Greek)  _ _  6, 712 
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Flag  of  Registry  and  Name  of  Ship 
Gross 

Greek — Continued  Tonnage 


•  *  Antonia  (now  Amfltbe  a — 
Cypriot). 

Apollon  _  0.  744 

Athanassios  K _  7,  216 

Barbarlno _  7,064 

Calllopl  Mlchalos _  7.  249 

••Embassy  (broken  up) _  8,418 

••E.  Evangella  (trips  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Redbrook — 

British) . 

Eftychla  _  10. 865 

••Flora  M.  (now  Liberian) _  7,244 

•  ‘Gloria  (now  Helen — Greek) . 

••Helen  (previous  trips  to  Cuba 

under  ex-name,  Gloria — Greek)  _  7, 128 

Irena  _  7, 232 

Lstros  II _ .  7,  275 

••Kapetan  Kostls  (broken  up) _  5,032 

••Kyra  Harlklla  (broken  up) _  6,888 

••Marla  Theresa  (now  Ingrid 

Anne — South  African) _  7,  245 

Marlgo _  7, 147 

••Maroudlo  (now  Thalle— Pana¬ 
manian)  _  7, 369 

•  •Mastro-Stellos  II  (now  Wendy 

H— South  African) .  7, 282 

••Nlcolaos  F.  (previous  trip  to 
Cuba  under  ex-name,  Nlcolaos 

Franglstas — Greek)  _  7, 199 

••Nlcolaos  Franglstas  (now 
Nlcolaos  F. — Greek) . 

Nikolls  M . 7,176 

••Pamlt  (now  Bambero — Li¬ 
berian)  _  3, 929 

Pantanassa _ _  7, 131 

Paxol  .  7,144 

••Penelope  (now  Andromacht — 

Greek) . 

•  ‘Presvla  (broken  up) _ _  10, 820 

Redestos _ _  5, 911 

Roula  Marla  (tanker) _  10,608 

••Selrlos  (broken  up) _  7,239 

Sophia _  7. 030 

••Stylianos  N.  Vlassopulos  (now 

Antonia  II — Cypriot) _  7,303 

••Tlmlos  Stavros  (formerly  Brit¬ 
ish  flag  now  Maltese) . 

Tina _  7,362 

Western  Trader _  9, 268 


Polish  (18  ships) .  136,680 


Baltyk _  6.  963 

Blalystok . ... . .  7,173 

Bytom _  5,  967 

Chopin _ -  9, 148 

Chorzow _ -  7,  237 

Energetyk _  10, 843 

Huta  Florlan _  7,258 

Huta  Labedy _  7,221 

Huta  Os  trawl  ec _  7, 175 

Huta  Zgoda _  6,  840 

Hutnlk. . . . 10,897 

Kopalnla  Bobrek _  7,  221 

Kopalnla  Czeladz _  7, 252 

Kopalnla-  Mlechowlce _  7, 223 

Kopalnla  Slemlanowlce _  7, 165 

Kopalnla  Wujek .  7.  033 

Plaet . 3,184 

Transportowiec _  10, 880 

Cypriot  (17  ships) . 114,825 


Acme _  7, 159 

Adelphos  Petrakis _  7, 170 

••Akamas  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba — Lebanese)  _  7,285 

•  •  Aktor  (sunk) _  6,993 

Amflall _  7, 110 

••Amfithea  (previous  trip  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Antonia — 

Greek) _ 5,171 


••Ships  appearing  on  the  list  that  have 
been  scrapped  or  have  had  changes  In  name 
and/or  flag  of  registry. 


Flag  of  Registry  and  Name  or  Ship 

Gross 

Cypriot — Continued  Tonnage 


••Antonia  n  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Stylianos  N.  Vlas¬ 
sopulos — Greek ) . 

Artemlda _ 7,247 

El  Toro _  5,949 

••Free  Enterprise  (previous  trips 

to  Cuba— British) _  6.807 

••Free  Merchant  (previous  trips 

to  Cuba — British) _  5,237 

••Free  Navigator  (previous  trips 
to  Cuba  under  ex-name,  New- 

dene— British ) _  7, 181 

••Free  Trader  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba — Lebanese) _  7, 067 

••Kalllthea  (previous  trips  to 
Cuba  under  ex-name,  Swift 

River— British ) _  7. 251 

••Newforest  (previous  tripe  to 

Cuba — British ) _  7, 185 

••Newgrove  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba — British  and  Haitian) _  7, 172 

••Newmeadow  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba— British ) .  5,  654 

•  ‘Sunrise  (previous  trips  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Anatoli — 

Greek) .  7,187 


Italian  (16  ships) _  123,058 


Achille . 6,950  5 

Agostlno  Bertanl _  8,380  3 

••  Andrea  Costa  (tanker — broken 

up) _ 10,440 

Aspromonte _  7, 154 

Caprera _ _ _  7, 189 

•Ella  (tanker) _  11,377 

•  ‘Geremia  (previous  trips  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Mariajeiurennit. — 

Italian) . 2,479 

Giuseppe  Glullettl  (tanker) _  17,519 


••Grazlella  Zeta  (trips  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Montlron — 

Italian). 

• ‘Mariasusanna  (now  Geremia — 
Italian).. 

••Montlron  (now  Grazlella  Zeta — 


Italian) _ _ _  1, 595 

Nazareno  _  7. 173 

Nino  Blxlo .  8. 427 

San  Francesco _  9, 284 

San  Nicola  (tanker) _  12,461 

Santa  Lucia _  9, 278 

••Somalia  (now  Chenchang — Na¬ 
tionalist  Chinese) _  3,352 


Yugoslav  (9  ships) _  60,800 


Bar . .  7,233 

••Cavtat  (now  Sheik  Boutros — 

Lebanese)  _ _ _  7,266 

Cetlnje  _ - _  7, 200 

Dugl  '  .ok _  6,997 

Kolasui _  7,  217 

Mojkovac  _  7, 125 

Plod .  3,657 

Promlna  _ _ _  6.  960 

•  •Treblsnjlca  (wrecked) _  7, 145 


French  (8  ships) . .  41. 476 


Arslnoe  (tanker— sunk) _ _  10, 426 

Circe  . -  2. 874 

Enee _  1,232 

Foulaya _  3,739 

Mungo _ : _  4, 820 

Nelee  .  2. 874 

••Neve  (now  Drameoumar — Guin¬ 
ean) _ _ _ _ _ _  852 

•Senanque  (tanker) _ ....  14,659 


•Added  to  Rept.  No.  72.  appearing  In  the 
Federal  Register  Issue  of  June  4. 1966. 


Flao  or  Registry  and  Name  of  Ship 

Gross 

Tonnage 


Moroccan  (5  ships) _  35,  828 


Atlas  _  10. 392 

••Banora  (sunk) _  3. 082 

Marrakech  _  3,  214 

Mauritania _  10, 392 

Toubkal  _ _ _  8,  748 

Maltese  (6  ships) _  33,788 


**  Amalia  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba — British ) _ _ _  7,  304 

Ispahan _  7, 156 

••St.  Antonio  (broken  up,  previ¬ 
ous  trip  to  Cuba — British) _  6,  704 

••Soclyve  (previous  trips  to 

Cuba— British ) _  7,  291 

••Tlmlos  Stavros  (previous  trips 
to  Cuba — British  and  Greek)  _.  5,333 

Finnish  (4  ships) _ _  32,919 


Augusta  Paulin _ 7,096 

••Hermia  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Am  f  red — Swedish) . 

Margrethe  Paulin _ .... _ ...  7, 251 

Ragnl  Paulin _ _  6, 823 

Sword  (tanker) _  11, 749 


Netherlands  (2  ships) _ _ _  999 


Melke _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ...  500 

Tempo _  499 


Norwegian  (2  ships) _ _  10,002 


Ole  Bratt _  5, 252 

••Tine  (now  Jezreel — Panama¬ 
nian  flag — wrecked) _  4,750 


Swedish  (2  ships) _ _ _ ...  9, 318 


••Amfred  (now  Hermia — Fin¬ 
nish) - - -  2,828 

••Dagmar  (now  Ball  Mariner — 
Panamanian) _  6,  490 

Monaco  (1  ship) _  7,314 


Saint  Lys _ _ _ ...  7,814 


Guinean: 

••Drameoumar  (trip  to  Cuba  un¬ 
der  ex-name,  Neve — French). 

Haitian : 

••Newgrove  (now  Cypriot). 

Liberian: 

••Bambero  (trips  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Pamlt — Greek). 

••Flora  M.  (trips  to  Cuba — 
Greek) . 

Nationalist  Chinese: 

••Chenchang  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Somalia — Italian) . 

Ptnnmanlttn  • 

••Ball  Mariner  (trips  to  Cuba  un¬ 
der  ex-name,  Dagmar — Swed¬ 
ish). 

••Jezreel  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name.  Tine — N  o  r  w  e  g  1  a  n — 
wrecked). 

••Cathay  Trader  (trips  to  Cuba 
under  ex-name,  Suva  Breeze — 
British) . 

••San  Carlo  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Reneka — Lebanese). 

•  •Thalia  (trip  to  Cuba  under  ex¬ 
name,  Maroudlo— Greek). 

South  African: 

••Wendy  H.  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Mastro-Stellos  n — 
Greek). 

* •  Ingrid  Anne  (trip  to  Cuba  under 
ex-name,  Marla  Theresa — 

Greek) . 
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Sec.  2.  In  accordance  with  approved 
procedures,  the  vessels  listed  below  which 
called  at  Cuba  after  January  1, 1963,  have 
reacquired  eligibility  to  carry  U.S.  Gov¬ 
ernment-financed  cargoes  from  the 
United  States  by  virtue  of  the  persons 
who  control  the  vessels  having  given 
satisfactory  certification  and  assurance: 

(a)  That  such  vessels  will  not,  thence¬ 
forth,  be  employed  In  the  Cuba  trade  so 
long  as  it  remains  the  policy  of  the  U.S. 
Government  to  discourage  such  trade; 
and 

(b)  That  no  other  vessels  under  their 
control  will  thenceforth  be  employed  in 
the  Cuba  trade,  except  as  provided  in 
paragraph  (c)  and 

(c)  That  vessels  under  their  control 
which  are  covered  by  contractual  obliga¬ 
tions,  Including  charters,  entered  Into 
prior  to  December  16,  1963,  requiring 
their  employment  In  the  Cuba  trade  shall 
be  withdrawn  from  such  trade  at  the 
earliest  opportunity  consistent  with  such 
contractual  obligations. 

Flag  op  Registry  and  Name  or  Ship 


Gross 

a.  Since  last  report:  tonnage 

Cypriot  (2  ships) _ _  12,417 


Alexandras  _ _ ........  7. 245 

Ledra  (ex-name  San  John — 

Lebanese)  _ _ _ _ _ _ _  5, 172 


Flag  or  Registry  and  Name  or  Ship 

Gross 

»  Tonnage 


Lebanese  (2  ships) _ ...  10,373 


Agla  Sophia _ _  3, 106 

San  George - - -  7. 267 

Number 

b.  Previous  reports:  o/  ships 

Flag  of  registry  (total) _ _ _ ....  91 

British _  39 

Danish  _ ... - -  1 

Finnish _  2 

French  — — - — —  1 

German  (West) _ ... -  1 

Greek  _ _ _ _ — - - —  25 

Israeli  ... _ _ _ _ — .....  1 

Italian  ..... _ ..... — - - ... —  5 

Japanese _  1 

Kuwaiti ... - .... — . — - ...  1 

Lebanese  _ _ _ _ 3 

Norwegian  _ _ _ _ ...... - - — ....  4 

Spanish  .... _ 6 

Swedish  ...... _ ... _ ...........  1 


Sec.  3.  The  ships  listed  In  sections  1 
and  2  have  made  the  following  number  of 
trips  to  Cuba  since  January  1, 1963,  based 
on  information  received  through  June 
14, 1966. 


Number  of  trips 


Flag  of  registry 

1963 

1864 

1964 

1966 

Total 

Jan. 

Feb. 

Mar. 

Apr. 

May 

June 

British . 

183 

180 

186 

* 

11 

11 

11 

9 

1 

487 

64 

91 

6S 

3 

3 

4 

6 

1 

229 

96 

27 

23 

s 

2 

2 

3 

169 

16 

20 

24 

2 

2 

1 

68 

12 

11 

16 

2 

1 

2 

1 

44 

1 

17 

1 

6 

4 

2 

1 

32 

8 

0 

8 

1 

27 

8 

17 

28 

14 

10 

24 

« 

13 

1 

23 

1 

4 

6 

1 

2 

2 

I 

16 

Maltese 

2 

6 

1 

4 

2 

8 

8 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Subtotal . - . 

870 

384 

»0 

i« 

27 

22 

27 

18 

1 

1,162 

Polish 

18 

16 

12 

2 

1 

1 

1 

61 

Grand  total . 

388 

410 

302 

11 

» 

23 

28 

11 

1 

1,213 

Note:  Trip  totals  In  this  section  exceed  ship  totals  In  secs.  1  and  2  because  some  of  the  ships  made  more  than  1 
trip  to  Cuba.  Monthly  totals  subject  to  revision  as  additional  data  become  available. 


By  order  of  the  Deputy  Maritime  Administrator. 

Dated:  June  21, 1966. 

James  S.  Dawson,  Jr., 
Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  66-7179;  Filed,  June  28, 1966;  8:50  am.] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

(Dept.  Order  90-B;  Arndt.  1] 

NATIONAL  BUREAU  OF  STANDARDS 

Organization  and  Functions 

The  material  appearing  at  31  FR  8083- 
8086  of  June  8,  1966,  is  hereby  amended 
as  follows: 

No.  125 - 3 


Department  Order  90-B  of  May  16, 
1966,  is  hereby  amended  as  follows: 

Section  9.  Institute  for  applied  tech¬ 
nology.  Paragraph  .05  is  amended  to 
read: 

“.05  The  Center  for  Computer 
Sciences  and  Technology  conducts  re¬ 
search  and  provides  technical  services  to 


the  Administrator  of  General  Services 
(with  respect  to  his  responsibilities  un- 
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der  Public  Law  89-306)  and  to  other 
Government  agencies  on  request  de¬ 
signed  to  aid  In  Improving  cost  effective¬ 
ness  In  the  conduct  of  their  programs 
through  the  selection,  acquisition,  and 
effective  utilization  of  automatic  data 
processing  equipment.  The  major  func¬ 
tions  of  the  Center  in  the  automatic 
data  processing  field  Involve:  (a)  Pro¬ 
viding  advisory  and  consultative  serv¬ 
ices  to  executive  agencies  on  the  meth¬ 
ods  for  developing  information  systems 
based  on  the  use  of  computers  and  the 
programing  and  languages  thereof;  (b) 
undertaking  research  In  computer 
sciences  and  techniques,  Including  sys¬ 
tem  design,  oriented  primarily  toward 
Government  applications;  (c)  providing 
day-to-day  guidance  and  monitorshlp 
of  an  executive  branch  program  for  sup¬ 
porting  the  development,  measurement, 
and  testing  of  voluntary  commercial 
standards  for  automatic  data  processing 
equipment,  techniques,  and  computer 
languages;  and  (d)  Improving  compata- 
bility  In  automatic  data  processing 
equipment  procured  by  the  Federal  Gov¬ 
ernment  by  recommending  uniform  Fed¬ 
eral  standards  for  automatic  data  proc¬ 
essing  equipment,  techniques,  and  com¬ 
puter  languages.  Functions  of  the 
organization  units  of  the  Center  are:" 

(Subparagraphs  .05a  through  ,05h,  re¬ 
main  unchanged.) 

Effective  date:  June  17,  1966. 

David  R.  Baldwin, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Administration. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7076:  Filed,  June  28.  1966; 

8:45  axn.] 


DEPARTMENT  CF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

(1SS  0309;  Survey  Group  140J 

FLORIDA 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Plat  of  Survey 

June  22.  1966. 

The  plat  of  survey  of  fractional  section 
1.  T.  39  S..  R.  23  V2  E„  Tallahassee  Merid¬ 
ian.  Fla.,  accepted  on  August  23,  1965, 
will  be  officially  filed  in  this  office  effec¬ 
tive  at  10  a.m.,  on  August  1,  1966. 

The  land  Is  described  as: 

T.  39  8..  R.  23*4  E  .  Tallahassee  Meridian, 
Florida,  fractional  sec.  1, 

Containing  35.58  acres. 

Subject  to  any  valid  existing  rights 
and  the  requirements  of  applicable  law, 
the  land  described  above  is  opened  to 
filing  of  application,  selection  and  peti¬ 
tion,  on  the  effective  date  of  the  filing  of 
the  plat. 

All  inquiries  relating  to  the  land  should 
be  sent  to  the  Manager,  Eastern  States 
Land  Office,  Bureau  of  Land  Manage¬ 
ment,  Washington,  D.C.,  20240. 

Doris  A.  Koivula, 
Manager.  Land  Office. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7078;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 
8:45  am.) 

29,  1946 
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NOTICES 


FEDERAL  POWER  COMMISSION 

[Docket  Noe.  0-3673,  etc.] 

PETROLEUM,  INC.  ET  AL. 

Notice  of  Applications  for  Certificates, 
Abandonment  of  Service  and  Peti¬ 
tions  To  Amend  Certificates  and 
Pending  Certificate  Application  1 

June  21,  1966. 

Take  notice  that  each  of  the  Appli¬ 
cants  listed  herein  has  filed  an  applica¬ 
tion  or  petition  pursuant  to  section  7  of 
the  Natural  Gas  Act  for  authorization  to 
sell  natural  gas  in  interstate  commerce 
or  to  abandon  service  heretofore  author¬ 
ized  as  described  herein,  all  as  more  fully 
described  in  the  respective  applications 
and  amendments  which  are  on  file  with 
the  Commission  and  open  to  public 
inspection. 

Protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  may 
be  filed  with  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20426,  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure  (18  CFR  1.8  or  1.10)  on  or  before 
July  14, 1966. 

Take  further  notice  that,  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  In  and  subject 
to  the  jurisdiction  conferred  upon  the 
Federal  Power  Commission  by  sections  7 
and  15  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  of  practice  and  proce¬ 
dure,  a  hearing  will  be  held  without  fur¬ 
ther  notice  before  the  Commission  on  all 
applications  in  which  no  protest  or  peti¬ 
tion  to  Intervene  is  filed  within  the  time 
required  herein,  if  the  Commission  on  its 
own  review  of  the  matter  believes  that  a 
grant  of  the  certificates  or  the  authori¬ 
zation  for  the  proposed  abandonment  is 
required  by  the  public  convenience  and 
necessity.  Where  a  protest  or  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  is  timely  filed,  or 
where  the  Commission  on  its  own  motion 
believes  that  a  formal  hearing  is  required, 
further  notice  of  such  hearing  will  be 
duly  given :  Provided,  however.  That  pur¬ 
suant  to  S  2.56,  Part  2,  Statement  of  Gen¬ 
eral  Policy  and  Interpretations,  Chapter 
I  of  Title  18  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regu¬ 
lations,  as  amended,  all  permanent  cer¬ 
tificates  of  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  granting  applications,  filed  after 
April  15,  1965,  without  further  notice, 
will  contain  a  condition  precluding  any 
filing  of  an  increased  rate  at  a  price  in 
excess  of  that  designated  for  the  par¬ 
ticular  area  of  production  for  the  period 
prescribed  therein  unless  at  the  time  of 
filing  such  certificate  application,  or 
within  the  time  fixed  herein  for  the  filing 
of  protests  or  petitions  to  intervene  the 
Applicant  indicates  in  writing  that  it  Is 
unwilling  to  accept  such  a  condition.  In 
the  event  Applicant  is  unwilling  to  accept 
such  condition  the  application  will  be  set 
for  formal  hearing. 

Under  the  procedure  herein  provided 
for,  unless  otherwise  advised,  it  will  be 
unnecessary  for  Applicants  to  appear  or 
be  represented  at  the  hearing. 

Joseph  H.  Gutride, 

Secretary. 


'This  notice  does  not  provide  for  con¬ 
solidation  for  hearing  of  the  several  matters 
covered  herein,  nor  should  it  be  so  construed. 


Docket  No. 
and  date  fifed 


Applicant 


Purchaser,  field,  and  location 


Price  per  Met 


Pres¬ 

sure 

base 


0-3673 _ 

D  6-13-66 


0-6682 . 

D  6-13-66 


Petroleum,  Inc.,  300  West 
Douglas,  Wichita,  Kans., 

...do . . . . 


0-8880. . 

C  6-13-66 


0-10474 . 

D  6-13-66 

0-16139 . 

D  4-4-66 


Sinclair  Oil  &  Gas  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  621,  Tulsa,  Okla., 
74102. 

Petroleum,  Inc . . . . . . 


0-16218 . 

D  4-4-66 
0-17951 
D  2-14-66 


0-18141 . 

C  4-21-66 


C 161-762 _ 

D  6-3-66* 


CI61-762 _ 

D  6-6-66* 


C 162-1308.. 
D  6-8-66 


CI63-1162... 

D  6-13-66 


CI64-176 _ 

C  6-13-66 


CI65-258... 
D  6-6-66 


CI65-872 _ 

C  12-6-66 


CI65-872 . 

C  1-26-66 
as  amended 
6-3-66 

CI66-471 . 

A  12-6-66 


C 166-595 . 

C  6-13-66 

CI66-603 . 

A  1-10-66 » 
CI66  895*.... 
A  3  25-66 


CI66-1240 _ 

A  6-31-66  * 


C 166-1241 _ 

A  6-31-66  » 

CI66-1249 _ 

A  6-8-66 


CI66-1250. . 
A  6-8-66 


CI66-1251.. 
A  6-8-66 


CI66-1253.. 
A  6-7-66 


CI66-1254.  . 
B  6-3-66 


CI66-1255.. 
A  6-6-66 


CI66-1266.. 
A  6-6-66 


CI6&-1257-. 
A  6-9-66 


CI66-1258  . 
A  6-9-66 


CI66-1259  . 

A  6-9-66 


Gulf  Oil  Corp.,  Post  Office  Box 
1589,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  74102 
(partial  abandonment). 

Gull  Oil  Corp.  (Operator),  et 
al.  (partial  abandonment). 
Tidewater  Oil  Co.,  Post  Offloe 
Box  1404,  Houston,  Tex., 

77001  (partial  abandonment). 
Southern  Petroleum  Explora¬ 
tion,  Inc.,  Post  Offloe  Box 
192,  Sistersvillc,  W.  Va„  26176 
Atlantic  Richfield  Co.,'  Post 
Office  Box  2819,  Dallas, 

Tex.,  76221. 

..do . . . . . . 


The  R.  W.  Rtne  Drilling  Co. 
(Operator  and  Agent),  et  al., 
420  Union  Center  Bldg., 
Wichita,  Kans.,  67202 
(partial  abandonment). 

Humble  Oil  &  Refining  Co., 
Post  Office  Box  2180,  Hous¬ 
ton.  Tex.,  77001. 

Pan  American  Petroleum  Corp. 
(Operator),  et  al.,  Post  Offloe 
Box  591,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  74102. 

Tidewater  Oil  Co.,  Post  Office 
Box  1404,  Houston,  Tex., 

77001  (partial  abandonment). 

Texas  American  Oil  Corp.,  300 
Wall  St.,  Midland  Savings 
Bldg.,  Midland,  Tex.,  79701. 

- do . . 


.do. 


Sydney  SpofTorth,  339  West 
Jefferson  St.,  Joliet,  Ill..  60436. 
Carl  M.  Me  known,  et  al., 
Spencer,  W.  Va 
The  Estate  of  Ralph  Lowe,  et 
al.,'  c/o  Charles  L.  Morgan, 
attorney,  Midland  Tower 
Bldg.,  Post  Offloe  Box  832, 
Midland,  Tex.,  79701. 
Rhoades  Oil  Co.,  900  Mid- 
Continent  Bldg.,  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  74101. 

_ do.... . . 


Tufcrhofl  Development  Co., 
Willard  E.  Ferrell,  agent, 
Post  Office  Box  6066, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  19111. 
Columbian  Fuel  Corp.,  et  al.. 
401  Dewey  Ave.,  Bartlesville, 
Okla.,  74004. 

F.  M.  Chisler,  Fairview,  W. 
Va.,  26670. 


Kingwood  Oil  Co.,  1470  First 
National  Bldg.,  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Pro¬ 
ducing  Co.,  Post  Offloe  Box 
2444.  Houston,  Tex.,  77001. 

J.  M.  Huber  Corp..  2401  East 
Second  Ave.,  Denver, 

Colo..  80206. 

Wood  Oil  Co.,  800  Midstates 
Bldg.,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  74103. 

Jake  L.  Hamon  (Operator)  et 
al.,  3900  Republic  National 
Bank  Tower,  Post  Office  Box 
663,  Dallas,  Tex.,  75221. 

Gulf  Oil  Corp.  (Operator),  etal.. 
Post  Office  Box  1689,  Tulsa, 
Okla.,  74102. 

Atlantic  Richfield  Co*  Post  OF 
flee  Box  2819,  Dallas,  Tex., 
75221. 


Filing  code:  A— Initial  service. 

B — Abandonment. 

C— Amendment  to  add  acreage. 
D— Amendment  to  delete  acreage. 
E— Succession. 

F—  Partial  succession. 

See  footnotes  at  end  of  table. 


Cities  Service  Oas  Co.,  Hu  go  ton 
Field,  Kearney  County,  Kans. 

Kansas-Nebraska  Natural  Oas  Oo., 
Inc.,  Hugoton  Field,  Finney 
County,  Kans. 

Texas  Eastern  Transmission  Corp., 
Thomas  ton  Field,  De  Witt 
County,  Tex. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Hugoton 
Field,  Finney  County,  Kans. 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.,  acreage 
in  Ochiltree  County,  Tex. 

Transwcstom  Pipeline  Co.,  I.ave me 
Field,  Harper  County,  Okla. 

Transwestern  Pipeline  Co.,  South¬ 
west  Como  Field,  Beaver  County, 
Okla. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  acreage  in 
Rio  Arriba  County,  N.  Mex. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Woodward  Area  Field,  Major  and 
Woodward  Counties,  Okla. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Oo., 
Woodward  Area  Field,  Woodward 
County,  Okla. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Council  Orove  Field,  Pratt 
County,  Kans. 

Northern  Natural  Oas-  Co.,  Como 
Area,  Beaver  County,  Okla 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Basin 
Dakota  Field,  San  Juan  County, 
N.  Mex. 

Lone  Star  Gas  Co.,  East  Cruoe 
Field,  Stephens  County,  Okla 

Northern  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Oxona 
(Canyon)  Southwest  Field,  Crock¬ 
ett  County,  Tex. 

Northern  Natural  Oas  Co..  Oxona 
Canyon  Sand  Field,  Crockett 
County,  Tex. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Oxona 
(Canyon)  Southwest  Field,  Crock¬ 
ett  County,  Tex. 

Equitable  Oas  Co.,  Salt  Lick  Dis¬ 
trict,  Braxton  County,  W.  Va. 

Equitable  Oas  Co.,  Olenvllle  Dis¬ 
trict,  O timer  County,  W.  Va 

Northern  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Coya- 
nosa  Field,  Pecos  County,  Tea 


Lone  Star  Gas  Co.,  acreage  in  Gar¬ 
vin  County,  Okla 


.do. 


Equitable  Gas  Co. .  Union  District, 
Ritchie  County,  W.  Va. 


Consolidated  Oas  Supply  Corp., 
acreage  in  Jefferson  County,  Pa 

Harry  C.  Boggs  Natural  Oas  Co., 
Birch  District,  Braxton  County 
and  Washington  District,  Cal¬ 
houn  County,  W.  Va 

Northern  Natural  Oas  Co.,  North 
Ivanhoe  Field,  Beaver  County, 
Okla. 

El  Paso  Natural  Oas  Co.,  Ingham 
(Devonian)  Field,  Crockett  Coun¬ 
ty.  Tex. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Mocane  Field,  Beaver  County, 
Okla. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Lave  me  Field,  Harper  County, 
Okla. 

United  Oas  Pipe  Line  Co.,  North¬ 
west  Corpus  Channel  Field, 
Nueces  County,  Tex. 

Michigan  Wisconsin  Pipe  Line  Co., 
Northeast  Cheyenne  Valley  Field, 
Major  County,  Okla 

Trunkline  Gas  Co.,  East  Bancroft 
Field,  Beauregard  Parish,  La 


Assigned 

Assigned 

>14.3733 

Assigned 
Depleted 

Uneconomical 

Uneconomical 

13.0 

Assigned 
Assigned 
Depleted 

Assigned 
13.0 

(*) 


15.025 


16.025 


16.0 

14.66 

16.0 

14.66 

16.0 

14.66 

26.0 

15.326 

16.0 

15.326 

16.0 

14.66 

7.0 

14.65 

7.0 

14.66 

26.0 

18.326 

27.6 

16.326 

22.0 

15.326 

17.0 

Depleted 

14.66 

17.0 

14.66 

••17.0 

14.66 

1(L0 

14.66 

•17.0 

1166 

17.0 

16.026 
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Docket  No. 

Pres- 

and  date  filed 

Applicant 

Purchaser,  field,  and  location 

Price  per  Met 

■ure 

btae 

C 166-1260  _ 

Tenneco  Oil  Co.,  Post  Office 

Tennessee  Oaa  Transmission  Co.," 
South  Boroaa  Field,  Starr  County, 

El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Co.,  JtoarHia 

149 

16  04 

A  6-10-66 

Box  2411,  Houston,  Tex.,  77001. 

CI66-1261  . 

1X0 

16024 

A  6-10-66 

Area,  Rio  Arriba  County,  N. 
Mex. 

CI66-1262  . 

Barnwell  Production  Co.,  Post 

Arkansas  Ixjulslana  Gas  Co.,  Ex- 

12.8 

16  65 

A  6-13-66 

Otfice  Box  1748,  Shreveport, 

celsior  Field,  Marion  County, 

La.,  75701. 

Tex. 

CI66-1263  _ 

Texaco  Inc.  (Operator),  et  al.,‘ 

Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  South 

19  0 

16  024 

A  613-66 

Post  Office  Box  42332,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  77042. 

Pass  Block  27  and  Garden  Island 
Bay  Fields,  Plaquemines  Parish, 
La. 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 

CI66-1264  . 

Shell  Oil  Co.,  40  West  40th  St., 
New  York,  N.Y.,  10020. 

"17.0 

16  64 

A  6-13-66 

Northeast  Gage  and  Tangier 

Fields,  Ellis  and  Woodward 

Counties.  Okla. 

El  Paso  Natural  Gat  Co.,  Mesa 

CI66-1265  . . 

James  Zaliea,  et  al„  4404  Emer¬ 
son  Rd.,  Wilmington,  Dei., 

“12.0 

16  025 

A  6-13-66 

Verde  Formation,  Rio  Arriba 

066-1266  . 

19802. 

Ad-Sou  Corp.,  3814  North  Santa 
Fe,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 

County.  N.  Mex. 

Northern  Natural  Gas  Co.,  Mocane- 

17.9 

16  65 

A  6-13-66 

Lavcrne  Field,  Beaver  County, 

73118. 

Okla. 

C 166-1267- - . 

Continental  Oil  Co.,  Post  Office 
Boi  2197,  Houston,  Tex., 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co.,  Dan- 

"  18  333 

16  025 

A  6-13-66 

vllle  Area,  Bienville  Parish,  La. 

77001. 

066-1272 . 

Sinclair  Oil  A  Oas-Oo.,  Post 

Texas  Oas  Transmission  Corp., 
West  Arcadia  Field,  Bienville 

“18.24 

15.025 

A  6-13-66 

Office  Box  421,  Tulsa,  Okla. 

74102. 

Parish,  La. 

C 165-1273 . 

Mississippi  River  Transmission 

“  11. 57 

14  025 

A  6-14-66 

M.  Reilly,  and  Raymond  J. 

Corp.,  Hieo-Knowlcs  Field,  Lin- 

Oortr.  Trustees,  Estate  of 

coin  Parish,  La. 

Joseph  Fridman,  8140  Beverly 
Boulevard,  Los  Angeles,  Calif, 

N  v 

90048. 

Northern  Natural  Co.,  EH- 

066-1278  . 

8 he  11  Oil  Co.,  50  West  50th  8t., 

“17.0 

14.65 

A  6-14-66 

New  York,  N.Y.,  10020. 

wood,  Catesby,  Chaney,  and 
Checkerboard  Fields,  EUis,  Coun- 

066-1279 . - 

Edwin  L.  Cox,  Operator,  88th 
Floor,  First  National  Bank 

tv,  Okla. 

Valley  Gas  Transmission.  Inc., 

149 

16  65 

A  6-14-66 

Bejfta  Field  Area,  Duval  County, 

Bldg.,  Dallas.  Tex.,  75202. 

Tex. 

066-1280 _ 

Phillips  Petroleum  Co.,  Bartles¬ 
ville,  Okla.,  74003. 

Southern  Natrual  Oas  Co.,  Kelly 

16  0 

16  025 

A  6-14-66 

066-1281 . 

Field,  Jackson  Pariah.  La. 

Trans  western  Pipeline  Co.,  Mam¬ 
moth  Creek  Southwest  Field, 

17.9 

16  64 

Apache  Corp.,  823  South  De¬ 
troit,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  74102. 

A  6-14-66 

Lipscomb  County  .Tax. 

Colorado  Interstate  Oas  Co.,  Green¬ 
wood  Area,  Morton  County, 

066-1282 . 

Edwin  L.  Cox.  Operator  (suc¬ 
cessor  to  Colorado  Oil  A  Gas 

17.9 

16  65 

(G-8789) 

F  6-3-66 

Co.). 

Kans. 

OG6-1283 . 

8 bell  Oil  Co . 

Cities  Service  Oas  Co.,  South 

1X9 

16  65 

A  6-14-66 

066-1284 . 

Texaco  Inc.,  Post  Office  Box 
•2332,  Houston,  Tex.,  77052. 

Bishop  Field.  EUis  County,  Okla. 
Kanaas-Nebraska  Natural  Gas  Co., 

"10.0 

16  4 

A  6-14-66 

Inc.,  Arrow  Field,  Washington 
County,  Colo. 

066-1288 _ 

C.  C.  Coulston.d.b.a.,  Coulston 
Drilling  Co.,  Box  1243,  Tyler, 
Tex.,  74701. 

Arkansas  Louisiana  Gas  Co., 

1X8 

16  65 

A  6-10-66 

Excelsior  Field,  Marion  County, 
Tex. 

066-1286. . 

Robert  P.  I-ammerts,  124  Park 

Panhandle  Eastern  Pipe  Line  Co., 

17.0 

16  65 

A  6-10-66 

Ave.,  Oklahoma  City,  Okla., 

Mocanr-Laveme  Area,  Beaver 

73102. 

County,  Okla. 

■  Rate  in  effect  subject  to  refund  in  Docket  No.  RI63-416. 

>  No  permanent  oertifloate  issued— temporary  authorization  granted  only. 

*  Formerly  the  Atlantic  Refining  Co. 

*  Deletes  acreage  assigned  to  Pan  American  Petroleum  Corp. 

•  Deletes  acreage  assigned  to  Sooony  Mobil  Oil  Co.,  Inc.  (now  Mobil  Oil  Corp.). 

•  Deletes  acreage  from  which  low  pressure  gas  will  not  deliver  into  Buyer’s  line. 

'  This  is  a  June  7,  1964  salt'. 

•  By  letter  filed  May  2, 1906  Applicant  agreed  to  accept  permanent  certificate  conditioned  as  Opinion  No.  468,  as 
Modified  by  Opinion  No.  468-A. 

»*  Subject  to  upward  and  downward  B.t.n.  adjustment. 

'  Includes  2.0  cents  per  Mcf  upward  B.t.u.  adjustment. 

"  Now  Tennessee  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  a  division  of  Tenneco  Inc. 

••  Plus  adjustment  for  B.t.u.  content. 

» Includes  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  minimum  guarantee  for  liquids. 

» Includes  1.333  cents  tax  reimbursement, 
n  Includes  1.76  cents  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement. 

*  Includes  1.0  cent  per  Mcf  tax  reimbursement. 

"  Buyer  has  the  right  to  temporarily  deduct  7.0oeats  per  Mcf  from  the  total  price  until  such  time  as  certain  facilities 
constructed  by  Buyer  are  amortised. 

[PH.  Doc.  86-7063;  Plied.  June  38.  IBM;  8:45  am.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 

Office  of  the  Secretary 
TEXAS 

Designation  and  Extension  of  Areas 
for  Emergency  Loans 

For  the  purpose  of  making  emergency 
loans  pursuant  to  section  321  of  the 
Consolidated  Farmers  Home  Administra¬ 
tion  Act  of  1961  (7  U.S.C.  1961),  It  has 
been  determined  that  in  the  hereinafter- 


named  counties  In  the  State  of  Texas 
natural  disasters  have  caused  a  need  for 
agricultural  credit  not  readily  available 
from  commercial  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  or  other  responsible 
sources. 

TEXAS 

Briscoe.  Chambers. 

Brooks. 


for  agricultural  credit  not  readily  avail¬ 
able  from  commercial  banks,  cooperative 
lending  agencies,  or  other  responsible 
sources. 


Present 

Texas 

designation 

_ 30  P  R.  12302. 

_ 31  P  R.  719. 

Brazoria -  - — 

_ 30  PH.  11534. 

Calhoun _ _ _ 

_ 30  P  R.  11977. 

Childress  _ 

_ 30  P  R.  9886— 

30  F  R.  9887. 

..  .  30  FH.  11112. 

Duval  _ 

_ 30  FH.  8861. 

_ 30  F.R.  11534. 

Grimes  _ _ 

_ 31  F.R.  719. 

Hall  _ _ 

_ 30  F.R.  9886— 

30  F  R.  9887. 

Harris  _ _ _ 

_  30  F.R.  15333. 

Hunt  _ - _ 

_ 30  F.R.  10864. 

_ 30  FH.  9886— 

80  FH.  9887. 

Jim  Wells . . . 

_ 30  FH.  8861. 

Kleberg _ 

_ 30  FH.  11112. 

Liberty  _ _ 

_  30  F.R.  11112. 

Madison  _ _  .  . 

_ 31  F.R.  719. 

Montgomery  _ 

_ 30  F.R.  11534. 

..  .  30  F  R  13907. 

Swisher _ 

_  31  FR.  2912. 

Waller _ _ _ 

an  fr  iao2i 

Washington _ _ 

_  30  F.R.  13021. 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  set  forth 
above,  emergency  loans  will  not  be  made 
in  the  above-named  counties  after 
June  30,  1967,  except  to  applicants  who 
previously  received  emergency  or  special 
livestock  loan  assistance  and  who  can 
qualify  under  established  policies  and 
procedures. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  24th 
day  of  June  1966. 

Orville  L.  Freeman, 

Secretary. 

[PH.  Doc.  68-7123;  riled,  June  28.  1B66; 

8:49  am  ] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCA¬ 
TION,  AND  WELFARE 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 
MICRO  TRACERS,  INC. 

Notice  of  Withdrawal  of  Petition  for 
Food  Additives  Graphite-Base  Mi¬ 
crotracers 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sec. 
409(b),  72  Stat.  1786;  21  UHC.  348(b)), 
the  following  notice  Is  Issued: 

In  accordance  with  I  121.52  With¬ 
drawal  of  petitions  without  prejudice  of 
the  procedural  food  additive  regulation 
(21  CFR  121.52),  Micro  Tracers,  Inc., 
554  Fulton  Street,  San  Francisco,  Calif., 
94102,  has  withdrawn  Its  petition  (FAP 
5C1550) ,  notice  of  which  was  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  of  October  31, 
1964  (29  FA.  14862),  proposing  the  is¬ 
suance  of  a  regulation  to  provide  for  the 
safe  use  of  FDfcC  color-impregnated 
graphite  In  amounts  not  to  exceed  50 
parts  per  million  of  graphite  In  com¬ 
plete  feeds  for  the  quality  control  of 
mixed  animal  feeds. 


It  has  also  been  determined  that  in  the 
hereinafter-named  counties  in  the  State 
of  Texas  the  above-mentioned  natural  The  withdrawal  of  this  petition  Is 
disasters  have  caused  a  continuing  need  based  upon  a  conclusion  that  the  addl- 
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tive  Is  generally  recognized  as  safe  under 
the  proposed  conditions  of  use. 

Dated:  June  23,  1966. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Operations. 

[Fit.  Doc.  06-7093;  Filed,  June  28.  1900; 
8:40  ajn.] 


DIMETHYL  PHOSPHATE  OF  3- 
HYDROXY  -  N  -  M  E  T  H  Y  L  -  CIS  -CRO- 

TONAMIDE 

Notice  of  Establishment  of  Temporary 
Tolerance 

Notice  is  given  that  at  the  request  of 
the  Shell  Chemical  Co.,  1700  K  Street 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.,  20006,  a  tempo¬ 
rary  tolerance  of  0.20  part  per  million  is 
established  for  residues  of  the  insecticide 
dimethyl  phosphate  of  3-hydroxy-N- 
metliyl-cts-crotonamide  and  its  cholin¬ 
esterase-inhibitory  conversion  products 
in  or  on  sugarcane.  The  Commissioner 
of  Food  and  Drugs  has  determined  that 
this  temporary  tolerance  will  protect  the 
public  health. 

A  condition  under  which  this  tem¬ 
porary  tolerance  is  established  is  that  the 
insecticide  will  be  used  in  accord  with  the 
terms  of  the  experimental  permit  issued 
by  the  UJ3.  Department  of  Agriculture. 

This  temporary  tolerance  expires 
June  23,  1967. 

This  action  is  taken  pursuant  to  the 
authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  by  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(sec.  408(j),  68  Stat.  516;  21  U.S.C. 
346a(j) ) ,  and  delegated  by  him  to  the 
Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120;  31  F.R. 
3008).  t 

Dated:  June  23,  1966. 

J.  K.  Kirk, 

Assistant  Commissioner 
for  Operations. 

[F.R.  Doc.  06-7098;  Filed,  June  28,  1900; 

8:46  a.m_] 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  SERVICE 

Interim  Organization  and  Delegation 
of  Functions 

Pending  the  reorganization  of  the  Pub¬ 
lic  Health  Service  under  and  pursuant  to 
the  authority  contained  in  Reorganiza¬ 
tion  Plan  No.  3  of  1966,  and  until  super¬ 
seded  or  otherwise  modified  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare:  • 

1.  There  are  hereby  reestablished  in 
the  Public  Health  Service  the  following 
agencies  and  offices: 

(a)  The  Bureau  of  Medical  Services 
and  the  office  of  Chief  of  such  Bureau; 

(b)  The  Bureau  of  State  Services  and 
the  office  of  Chief  of  such  Bureau; 

(c)  The  National  Institutes  of  Health 
and  the  office  of  Director  of  such  Insti¬ 
tutes;  and 


(d)  The  Office  of  the  Surgeon  General 
and  the  office  held  by  the  Deputy  Sur¬ 
geon  General. 

2.  All  persona  holding  the  offices  re¬ 
established  by  paragraph  1  of  this  order 
on  the  day  before  the  effective  date  of 
Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  shall  continue 
to  hold  such  offices  until  otherwise  di¬ 
rected;  and  such  offices  are  hereby  re¬ 
created  in  the  same  grade  and  pay  grade 
previously  assigned  to  them.  All  other 
special  temporary  positions  in  the  grade 
of  Assistant  Surgeon  General  created  be¬ 
fore  the  effective  date  of  such  plan  are 
hereby  recreated  in  the  same  pay  grade 
previously  assigned  to  them. 

3.  All  functions  of  the  Public  Health 
Service,  the  Surgeon  General,  and  other 
officers,  employees,  and  agencies  of  or 
in  the  Public  Health  Service  which  were 
delegated  and  assigned  to  them  and  were 
being  carried  out  by  them  on  the  day 
preceding  the  effective  date  of  said  Re¬ 
organization  Plan  No.  3  of  1966,  and 
which  by  virtue  of  said  plan  were  trans¬ 
ferred  to  the  Secretary  of  Health,  Edu¬ 
cation,  and  Welfare,  are  hereby  dele¬ 
gated  or  assigned  to  each  such  officer, 
employee,  or  agency  from  whom  the 
function  was  transferred,  to  be  carried 
out  by  such  officer,  employee,  or  agency 
in  the  same  manner,  to  the  same  extent 
and  subject  to  the  same  limitations  which 
were  applicable  to  such  authority  on  the 
day  preceding  the  effective  date  of  such 
Reorganization  Plan. 

4.  All  regulations,  rules,  or  orders 
heretofore  issued  by  or  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  the  Surgeon  General  or  of 
any  officer,  employee,  or  agency  of  the 
Public  Health  Service  are  hereby  con¬ 
tinued  in  force  and  effect. 

5.  All  delegations  to  the  Surgeon  Gen¬ 
eral,  to  the  Public  Health  Service,  or  to 
any  officer,  employee,  or  agency  thereof, 
of  authority  vested  in  the  Secretary  other 
than  by  virtue  of  Reorganization  Plan 
No.  3  of  1966,  are  hereby  confirmed  and 
continued. 

6.  This  order  shall  be  effective  on  the 
effective  date  of  Reorganization  Plan  No. 
3  of  1966. 

Dated:  June  24, 1966. 

[seal]  John  W.  Gardner, 
Secretary  of  Health, 
Education,  and  Welfare. 
[F.R.  Doc.  06-7099;  Filed,  June  28,  1908; 
8:46  a.m.] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  AND  DEPUTY 
ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  RE¬ 
NEWAL  AND  HOUSING  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE 

Delegations  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Authority  delegated  with 
respect  to  specific  programs.  The  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and  Hous¬ 
ing  Assistance  is  hereby  authorized  to 
exercise  the  powers  and  authorities  of 


the  Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
grams  and  matters  listed  below  except  as 
specified  under  this  section  A  and  as 
additionally  excepted  under  section  B: 

1.  Slum  Clearance  and  Urban  Renewal 
Program  under  Title  I  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1450- 
1468) ,  section  312  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1954  (42  U.S.C.  1450  note) ,  and  section  53 
of  the  Alaska  Omnibus  Act  (Public  Law 
88-451, 78  Stat.  506)  except: 

a.  The  powers  and  authorities  set  forth 
in  subsection  106(a)  of  the  Housing  Act 
of  1949,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1456(a) ). 

b.  Power  and  authority  to  execute 
legends  on  bonds,  notes,  or  other  obliga¬ 
tions  evidencing  loans  made  pursuant  to 
Title  I,  indicating  acceptance  of  such 
instruments  and  payments  therefor. 

2.  Open-Space  Land  and  Urban  Beau¬ 
tification  Programs  under  Title  VII  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1961,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1500-1500e),  except  the  authority 
to: 

a.  Approve  the  conversion  of  open- 
space  land  to  other  uses  under  section 
704  (42  U.S.C.  1500c) . 

b.  Provide  technical  assistance  and 
undertake  studies  and  publish  informa¬ 
tion  under  section  708  (42  UJ9.C.  1500d) . 

3.  Rehabilitation  Loan  Program  under 
section  312  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1964, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1452b) ,  except  the 
powers  and  authorities  under  subsection 
402(a)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended  (12  U.S.C.  1749a(a)). 

4.  Neighborhood  Facilities  Grant  Pro¬ 
gram  under  sections  703  and  705  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1965  (42  U.S.C.  3103  and  3105) . 

5.  Compensation  of  condemnees  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1965  (42  U.S.C.  3071  et 
seq.)  to  the  extent  applicable  to  matters 
delegated  herein. 

Sec.  B.  Additional  authority  excepted. 
There  are  further  excepted  from  the  au¬ 
thority  delegated  under  section  A  the 
power  and  authority  to: 

1.  Establish  the  rate  of  Interest  on 
Federal  loans  or  advances. 

2.  Issue  notes  or  other  obligations  for 
purchase  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

3.  Sue  or  be  sued. 

Sec.  C.  Additional  authority  dele¬ 
gated.  The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance  is  fur¬ 
ther  authorized  to: 

1.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authorities 
of  the  Secretary  under  subsection 
220(d)(1)(A)  of  the  National  Housing 
Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1715k(d)(l) 
(A) ) ,  including  the  making  of  certifica¬ 
tions  to  the  Federal  Housing  Commis¬ 
sioner. 

2.  Make  such  rules  and  regulations  as 
may  be  necessary  to  carry  out  the  powers 
and  authorities  delegated  herein. 

3.  Redelegate  to  Regional  Administra¬ 
tors,  Deputy  Regional  Administrators, 
and  other  Regional  Office  officials  any  of 
the  powers  and  authorities  delegated 
herein  except  the  power  and  authority 
to: 

a.  Determine  that  the  objectives  of  an 
Urban  Renewal  Plan  could  not  be 
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achieved  through '  rehabilitation  of  the 
project  area,  under  subsection  110(c)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1400(0). 

b.  Make  rules  and  regulations. 

4.  Authorize  further  redelegations  by 
Regional  Administrators  and  by  Deputy 
Regional  Administrators  of  any  of  the 
powers  and  authorities  redelegated  to 
them  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
newal  and  Housing  Assistance  or  by  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal 
and  Housing  Assistance. 

5.  Redelegate  to  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Renewal  and  to  the  Gen¬ 
eral  Deputy,  Renewal  Projects  Adminis¬ 
tration,  the  powers  and  authorities  dele¬ 
gated  in  section  A  and  subsection  Cl 
above  with  respect  to  the  following  pro¬ 
grams  and  matters  except  as  stated  in 
this  subsection  C5 : 

a.  Slum  Clearance  and  Urban  Renewal 
Program  under  Title  I  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1450- 
1468) ,  section  312  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1954  (42  U.S.C.  1450  note),  and  section 
53  of  the  Alaska  Omnibus  Act  (Public 
Law  88-451,  78  Stat.  506)  except  the 
power  and  authority  to: 

I.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authorities 
set  forth  in  subsection  106(b)  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1456(b)). 

II.  Determine  that  a  workable  pro¬ 
gram  for  community  improvement  meets 
the  requirements  of  subsection  101(c)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
UJ3.C.  1451(c)),  and  certify  that  Fed¬ 
eral  assistance  of  the  types  enumerated 
in  said  subsection  101(c)  may  be  made 
available  in  the  community;  and  make 
determinations  with  respect  to  workable 
programs  under  subsection  101(e)  (42 
U.S.C.  1451(e)). 

ill.  Determine  that  the  relocation  re¬ 
quirements  of  subsection  105(c)(1)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1455(c)(1)),  have  been  met. 

lv.  Make  certifications  to  the  Federal 
Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  sub¬ 
section  220(d)(1)(A)  of  the  National 
Housing  Act,  as  amended  (12  UJ3.C. 
1715k(d> (1)  (A) ). 

v.  Make  allocations  of  loan  funds, 
other  than  for  early  land  acquisition 
pursuant  to  the  third  sentence  of  subsec¬ 
tion  102(a)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1452(a) ) . 

vi.  Find  that  a  State  or  local  low-rent 
housing  program  In  connection  with 
which  urban  renewal  project  land  is  to  be 
used  as  a  site  for  a  State  or  locally  as¬ 
sisted  low-rent  housing  project  has  the* 
same  general  purposes  as  the  Federal 
low-rent  program,  and  find  that  under 
such  State  or  local  program  there  are  ffs- 
surances  equivalent  to  those  under  the 
Federal  program  that  the  local  contri¬ 
bution  to  such  project  will  be  made  dur¬ 
ing  the  entire  period  the  project  is  used 
as  low-rent  housing,  pursuant  to  section 
107  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended  (42  UJ3.C.  1457) . 

vii.  Determine  interest  rates  for  com¬ 
puting  amounts  in  lieu  of  carrying 
charges  to  be  included  in  Gross  Project 
Cost  with  respect  to  local  expenditures 
for  project  undertakings,  under  subsec¬ 


tion  110(e)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (42  U.8.C.  1460(e) ) . 

viii.  Determine  that  the  objectives  of 
an  Urban  Renewal  Plan  could  not  be 
achieved  through  rehabilitation  of  the 
project  area,  under  subsection  110(c)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1460(c)). 

b.  Rehabilitation  Loan  Program  under 
section  312  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1964, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1452b),  except 
the  power  and  authority  to  delegate  to 
or  use  as  agent  any  Federal  or  local  pub¬ 
lic  or  private  agency  or  organization 
pursuant  to  subsection  312(f)  (42  U.S.C. 
1452b(f) ) . 

c.  Compensation  of  condemnees  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1965  (42  U.S.C.  3071) 
to  the  extent  applicable  to  the  matters 
redelegated. 

d.  Additional  authority  excepted. 
There  are  further  excepted  from  the  au¬ 
thority  to  redelegate  to  the  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and  to  the 
General  Deputy,  Renewal  Projects  Ad¬ 
ministration,  the  power  and  authority 
to: 

I.  Make  reservations  or  allocations  of 
grant  funds. 

II.  Authorize  contracts  and  commit¬ 
ments  for  Federal  loan  or  grant  assist¬ 
ance  and  amendatory  contracts  which 
provide  for  an  increase  in  the  Federal 
loan  amount  or  the  total  Federal  grant 
amount  set  forth  in  a  contract  (other 
than  loan  contracts  for  early  land  acqui¬ 
sition  pursuant  to  the  third  sentence  of 
subsec.  102(a)  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (42  U.8.C.  1452(a)), 
and  waivers  of  contract  provisions) . 

ill.  Suspend  or  terminate  Federal  loan 
or  grant  assistance. 

iv.  Make  determinations  with  respect 
to  noncompliances  or  defaults  under 
contracts  for  Federal  loan  or  grant 
assistance. 

v.  Make  rules  and  regulations. 

6.  Redelegate  to  the  Director,  Office  of 
Urban  Neighborhood  Services,  the  pow¬ 
ers  and  authorities  delegated  in  section 
A  above  with  respect  to  the  following 
programs  and  matters  except  as  stated  in 
this  subsection  C6 : 

a.  Open-Space  Land  and  Urban  Beau¬ 
tification  Programs  under  Title  VII  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1961,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1500-1500e),  except  authority  to 
set  further  terms  and  conditions  for  as¬ 
sistance  under  Title  VII,  pursuant  to  sub¬ 
section  702(d)  (42  U.S.C.  1500a(d) ) . 

b.  Neighborhood  Facilities  Grant  Pro¬ 
gram  under  sections  703  and  705  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1965  (42  U.8.C.  3103  and  3105). 

c.  Compensation  of  condemnees  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1965  (42  U.S.C.  3071)  to 
the  extent  applicable  to  the  matters 
redelegated. 

d.  Additional  authority  excepted. 
There  are  further  excepted  from  the  au¬ 
thority  to  redelegate  to  the  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Urban  Neighborhood  Services,  the 
powers  and  authorities  stated  In  items 
"1”  through  “v*’  of  subsection  "5d”  above 

,  (In  this  sec.  C) . 


Sxc.  D.  Authority  delegated  to  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and 
Housing  Assistance.  The  Deputy  Assist¬ 
ant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and  Housing 
Assistance  is  hereby  authorized  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  powers  and  authorities  delegated 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal 
and  Housing  Assistance  under  sections  A 
and  C  except  the  power  and  authority  to : 

1.  Determine  that  the  objectives  of  an 
Urban  Renewal  Plan  could  not  be 
achieved  through  rehabilitation  of  the 
project  area,  under  subsection  110(c)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1460(0). 

2.  Make  rules  and  regulations. 

Sec.  E.  Additional  authority  delegated 
to  Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and 
Housing  Assistance.  The  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Renewal  and  Housing  Assist¬ 
ance  is  further  authorized  to  designate 
the  official  or  officials  to  serve  as  Acting 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and 
Housing  Assistance  during  the  absence  of 
the  Assistant  Secretary,  and  to  desig¬ 
nate  or  provide  for  the  designation  of 
officials  or  individuals  to  serve  in  an 
“Acting”  capacity  during  the  absence  of 
any  other  official  or  during  a  vacancy  in 
any  other  office  within  the  Assistant 
Secretary’s  organization. 

Sec.  F.  Existing  delegations  and  re¬ 
delegations.  Notwithstanding  the  dele¬ 
gations  herein  and  redelegations  here¬ 
under,  delegations  to  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trators  and  redelegations  thereunder  in 
effect  on  June  30,  1966,  with  respect  to 
the  programs  and  matters  listed  herein 
will  continue  in  effect  until  expressly 
modified  or  revoked. 

Effective  date.  These  delegations  of 
authority  shall  be  effective  as  of  July  1, 
1966. 

Robert  C.  Weaver, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

(P.R.  Doc.  66-7128;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:49  ajn.] 


DEPUTY  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR 
RENEWAL  ET  AL. 

Redelegations  of  Authority 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
newal,  General  Deputy,  Renewal  Proj¬ 
ects  Administration  Director,  Office  of 
Urban  Neighborhood  Services. 

Section  A.  Authority  Redelegated  to 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal 
and  General  Deputy,  Renewal  Projects 
Administration.  The  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Renewal  and  the  General 
Deputy,  Renewal  Projects  Administra¬ 
tion,  each  is  hereby  authorized  to  ex¬ 
ercise  the  powers  and  authorities  of  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  with  respect  to  the  programs 
and  matters  listed  below  except  as  speci¬ 
fied  under  this  section  A  and  as  addi¬ 
tionally  excepted  under  section  C: 

1.  Slum  Clearance  and  Urban  Re¬ 
newal  Program  under  Title  I  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  ajnended  (42 
UJB.C.  1450-1468),  section  312  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1954  (42  UJS.C.  1450 
note),  and  section  53  of  the  Alaska 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOl.  31,  NO.  115— WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  24,  1444 


8966 


NOTICES 


Omnibus  Act  (Public  Law  88-451, 78  Stat. 
506) ,  except  the  power  and  authority  to: 

a.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authorities 
set  forth  in  subsections  106  (a)  and  (b) 
of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C,  1456  (a)  and  (b) ) . 

b.  Execute  legends  on  bonds,  notes,  or 
other  obligations  evidencing  loans  made 
pursuant  to  Title  I,  indicating  acceptance 
of  such  instruments  and  payments 
therefor. 

c.  Determine  that  a  workable  program 
for  community  improvement  meets  the 
requirements  of  subsection  101(c)  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1451(c) ) ,  and  certify  that  Federal 
assistance  of  the  types  enumerated  in 
subsection  101(c)  may  be  made  available 
in  the  community;  and  make  determina¬ 
tions  with  respect  to  workable  programs 
under  subsection  101(e)  (42  U.S.C,  1451 
(e)). 

d.  Determine  that  the  relocation  re¬ 
quirements  of  subsection  105(c)(1)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended 
(42  U.S.C.  1455(c)(1)).  have  been  met. 

e.  Make  certifications  to  the  Federal 
Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  sub¬ 
section  220(d)(1)(A)  of  the  National 
Housing  Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C. 
1715k(d) (1) (A)). 

f.  Make  allocations  of  loan  funds, 
other  than  for  early  land  acquisition 
pursuant  to  the  third  sentence  of  sub¬ 
section  102(a)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (42  Ui3.C.  1452(a)). 

g.  Find  that  a  State  or  local  low -rent, 
housing  program  in  connection  with 
which  urban  renewal  project  land  is  to 
be  used  as  a  site  for  a  State  or  locally 
assisted  low-rent  housing  project  has  the 
same  general  purposes  as  the  Federal 
low-rent  program,  and  find  that  under 
such  State  or  local  program  there  are 
assurances  equivalent  to  those  under  the 
Federal  program  that  the  local  con¬ 
tribution  to  such  project  will  be  made 
during  the  entire  period  the  project  is 
used  as  low -rent  housing,  pursuant  to 
section  107  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1457). 

h.  Determine  Interest  rates  for  com¬ 
puting  amounts  in  lieu  ;of  carrying 
charges  to  be  included  in  Gross  Project 
Cost  with  respect  to  local  expenditures 
for  project  undertakings,  pursuant  to 
subsection  110(e)  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1460(e)).. 

L  Determine  that  the  objectives  of  an 
Urban  Renewal  Plan  could  not  be 
achieved  through  rehabilitation  of  the 
project  area,  under  subsection  110(c)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1460(c)). 

2.  Rehabilitation  Loan  Program  un¬ 
der  section  312  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1964,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1452b),  ex¬ 
cept  the  power  and  authority  to: 

a.  Delegate  to  or  use  as  agent  any 
Federal  or  local  public  or  private  agency 
or  organization  pursuant  to  section 
312(f)  (42  UB.C.  1452b(f ) ) . 

b.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authorities 
under  subsection  402(a)  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1749 
(a)). 

3.  Compensation  of  condemnees  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 


velopment  Act  of  1965  (42  UB.C.  307  et 
seq.)  to  the  extent  applicable  to  the  mat¬ 
ters  redelegated  in  this  Section  A. 

Sec.  B.  Authority  Redelegated  to  Di¬ 
rector,  Office  of  Urban  Neighborhood 
Services.  The  Director,  Office  of  Urban 
Neighborhood  Services,  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorised  to  exercise  the  powers  and  au¬ 
thorities  of  the  Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development  with  respect  to  the 
programs  and  matters  listed  below  except 
as  specified  under  this  section  B  and  as 
additionally  excepted  under  section  C: 

1.  Open-Space  Land  and  Urban  Beau¬ 
tification  Programs  under  Title  VII  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1961,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1500-1500e) ,  except  the  power  and 
authority  to: 

a.  Approve  the  conversion  of  open- 
space  land  to  other  uses  under  section 
704  (42  U.S.C.  1500c). 

b.  Provide  technical  assistance  and 
undertake  studies  and  publish  informa¬ 
tion  under  section  708  (42  U.S.C.  1500d) . 

c.  Determine  further  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  under  subsection  702(d)  (42 

U.S.C.  1500a(d) ). 

2.  Neighborhood  Facilities  Grant  Pro¬ 
gram  under  sections  703  and  705  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1965  (42  UB.C.  3103  and  3105). 

3.  Compensation  of  condemnees  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Act  of  1965  (42  UB.C.  3071 
et  seq.)  to  the  extent  applicable  to  mat¬ 
ters  redelegated  in  this  section  B. 

Sec.  C.  Additional  Authority  Excepted. 
There  are  further  excepted  from  the 
authority  redelegated  under  sections  A 
and  B  the  power  and  authority  to: 

1.  Establish  the  rate  of  interest  on 
Federal  loans  and  advances. 

2.  Issue  notes  or  other  obligations  for 
purchase  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury. 

3.  Sue  or  be  sued. 

4.  Make  reservations  or  allocations  of 
grant  funds. 

5.  Authorize  contracts  and  commit¬ 
ments  for  Federal  loan  or  grant  assist¬ 
ance  and  amendatory  contracts  which 
provide  for  an  Increase  in  the  Federal 
loan  amount  or  the  total  Federal  grant 
amount  set  forth  in  a  contract  (other 
than  loan  contracts  for  early  land  acqui¬ 
sition  pursuant  to  the  third  sentence  of 
subsection  102(a)  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (42  UB.C.  1452(a)), 
and  waivers  of  contract  provisions) . 

6.  Suspend  or  terminate  Federal  loan 
or  grant  assistance. 

7.  Make  determinations  with  respect 
to  noncompliances  or  defaults  under  con¬ 
tracts  for  Federal  loan  or  grant 
assistance. 

8.  Make  rules  and  regulations. 

Sec.  D.  Additional  Authority  Dele¬ 
gated.  The  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Renewal  and  the  Director,  Office  of 
Urban  Neighborhood  Services,  each  is 
further  authorized  to: 

1.  Designate  the  official  or  officials  to 
act  for  him  In  his  absence. 

2.  Designate  the  official  or  officials  to 
serve  in  an  "Acting”  capacity  during  the 
absence  of  any  official  reporting  directly 
to  him  or  during  a  vacancy  in  any  such 
office. 


Effective  date.  Th6se  redelegations  of 
authority  shall  be  effective  July  1,  1966. 

Dow  Hummel. 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance. 

[Pit.  Doc.  06-7130:  Filed.  June  28.  1966; 
8:49  aJn.J 


REGIONAL  ADMINISTRATORS  AND 

DEPUTY  REGIONAL  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TORS 

Redelegations  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Authority  redelegated  with 
respect  to  specific  programs.  Each  Re¬ 
gional  Administrator  and  each  Deputy 
Regional  Administrator  of  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment  is  hereby  authorized  to  exercise 
the  powers  and  authorities  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Development 
with  respect  to  the  programs  and  mat¬ 
ters  listed  below  except  as  specified  un¬ 
der  this  section  A  and  as  additionally 
excepted  under  section  B : 

1.  Slum  Clearance  and  Urban  Re¬ 
newal  Program  under  Title  I  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
UB.C.  1450-1468) .  and  section  312  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1954  (42  UB.C.  1450  note) 
except  the  power  and  authority  to: 

a.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authorities 
set  forth  in  subsection  106(a)  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
UB.C.  1456a) . 

b.  Execute  legends  on  bonds,  notes,  or 
other  obligations  evidencing  loans  made 
pursuant  to  Title  I.  Indicating  accept¬ 
ance  of  such  Instruments  and  payments 
therefor. 

c.  Determine  that  a  workable  program 
for  community  improvement  meets  the 
requirements  of  subsection  101(c)  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
UB.C.  1451(c)),  and  certify  that  Fed¬ 
eral  assistance  of  the  types  enumerated 
in  subsection  101  (c)  may  be  made  avail¬ 
able  in  the  community;  and  make  deter¬ 
minations  with  respect  to  workable  pro¬ 
grams  under  subsection  101(e)  (42  UB.C. 
1451(e)). 

d.  Determine  that  the  relocation  re¬ 
quirements  of  subsections  105(c)(1)  of 
the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (42 
UB.C.  1455(c)  (1) ) ,  have  been  met. 

e.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authorities 
of  the  Secretary  under  subsection  220 
(d)  (1)  (A)  of  the  National  Housing  Act, 
as  amended  (12  UB.C.  1715k(d)  (1)  (A) ) . 

f .  Find  that  a  State  or  local  low-rent 
•housing  program  in  connection  mith 
which  urban  renewal  project  land  is  to 
be  used  as  a  site  for  a  State  or  locally 
assisted  low-rent  housing  project  has  the 
same  general  purposes  as  the  Federal 
low-rent  program,  and  find  that  under 
such  State  or  local  program  there  are 
assurances  equivalent  to  those  under  the 
Federal  program  that  the  local  contri¬ 
bution  to  such  project  will  be  made  dur¬ 
ing  the  entire  period  the  project  is  used 
as  low-rent  housing,  pursuant  to  section 
107  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended  (42  UB.C.  1457). 

g.  Approve  applications  for  Federal 
Iban  or  grant  assistance,  and  make  allo- 
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cations  of  funds  and  authorize  contracts 
and  commitments  therefor. 

h.  Make  reservations  of  capital  grant 
funds. 

i.  Suspend  or  terminate  Federal  loan 
or  grant  assistance,  except  the  cancella¬ 
tion  of  reservations  of  capital  grant 
funds  in  connection  with  the  termination 
of  Federal  assistance  under  a  contract 
for  an  advance. 

j.  Make  determinations  with  respect 
to  noncompliances  or  defaults  under 
contracts  for  Federal  loan  or  grant  as¬ 
sistance. 

k.  Approve  the  following  documents: 

i.  Final  Project  Reports. 

11.  Redevelopment  Plans,  Urban  Re¬ 
newal  Plans,  or  Development  Plans  for 
educational  Institutions  or  hospitals  un¬ 
der  section  112  of  the  Housing  Act  of 
1949,  as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1463),  ex¬ 
cept  revisions  In  approved  plans  which 
do  not  involve  actions  reserved  to  the 
Secretary  or  Assistant  Secretary. 

l.  Make  determinations  with  respect 
to  the  eligibility  of  and  percentage  of  al¬ 
lowance  for  noncash  local  grants-ln-aid, 
except  revisions  in  an  approved  percent¬ 
age  of  allowance  which  do  not  Involve 
actions  reserved  to  the  Secretary  or  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary. 

m.  Make  determinations  with  respect 
to  the  uncollectiblllty  of  Federal  ad¬ 
vances,  in  accordance  with  subsection 
103(b)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1453(b) ) . 

n.  Determine  interest  rates  for  com¬ 
puting  amounts  in  lieu  of  carrying 
charges  to  be  Included  in  Gross  Project 
Cost  with  respect  to  local  expenditures 
for  project  undertakings,  under  subsec¬ 
tion  110(e)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1460(e) ) . 

o.  Make  determinations  that  the  ob¬ 
jectives  of  an  Urban  Renewal  Plan  could 
not  be  achieved  through  rehabilitation 
of  the  project  area,  under  subsection  110 
(c)  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1949,  as  amend¬ 
ed  (42U.S.C.  1460(c)). 

2.  Open-Space  Land  and  Urban 
Beautification  Programs  under  Title  VII 
of  the  Housing  Act  of  1961,  as  amended 
<42  U.S.C.  1500-1500e) ,  except  the  power 
and  authority  to: 

a.  Approve  the  conversion  of  open- 
space  land  to  other  uses  under  section 
704  (42  U.S.C.  1500c). 

b.  Provide  technical  assistance  and 
undertake  studies  and  publish  informa¬ 
tion  under  section  708  (42  U.S.C.  1500d) . 

c.  Determine  further  terms  and  condi¬ 
tions  under  subsection  702(d)  (42  U.S.C. 
1500a(d) ). 

d.  Make  a  grant  of  more  than  50 
percent  under  section  706  (42  U.S.C. 
1500C-2). 

3.  Rehabilitation  Loan  Program  under 
section  312  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1964, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1452b) ,  except  the 
power  and  authority  to: 

a.  Delegate  to  or  use  as  agent  any  Fed¬ 
eral  or  local  public  or  private  agency  or 
organization  pursuant  to  subsection  312 
(f)  (42  U.S.C.  1452b(f ) ) . 

b.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authorities 
under  subsection  402(a)  of  the  Housing 
Act  of  1950,  as  amended  <12  U.S.C.  1749a 
(a)). 


4.  Neighborhood  Facilities  Grant  Pro¬ 
gram  under  sections  703  and  705  of  the 
Housing  and  Urban  Development  Act  of 
1965  (42  UB.C.  3103  and  3105) ,  except  the 
power  and  authority  to  make  reserva¬ 
tions  and  allocations  of  grant  funds  and 
authorize  contracts. 

5.  Compensation  of  condemnees  un¬ 
der  Title  IV  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1965  (42  U.S.C.  3071 
et  seq.)  to  the  extent  applicable  to  mat¬ 
ters  redelegated  herein. 

Sec.  B.  Additional  authority  excepted. 
There  is  further  excepted  from  the  au¬ 
thority  redelegated  under  section  A  the 
power  and  authority  to: 

1.  Establish  the  rate  of  Interest  on 
Federal  loans  and  advances. 

2.  Issue  notes  or  other  obligations  for 
purchase  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury- 

3.  Sue  or  be  sued. 

4.  Make  rules  and  regulations. 

Sec.  C.  Additional  authority  redele¬ 
gated.  Each  Regional  Administrator 
and  each  Deputy  Regional  Administra¬ 
tor  is  further  authorized  to  redelegate 
to  one  or  more  employees  under  his  juris¬ 
diction  the  powers  and  authorities  re¬ 
delegated  in  section  A  except  the  power 
and  authority  to  authorize  loans,  grants, 
and  advances  and  to  amend  or  modify 
the  terms  thereof :  Provided,  That  the 
foregoing  exception  shall  not  be  appli¬ 
cable  with  respect  to  the  Rehabilitation 
Loan  Program. 

Sec.  D.  Additional  authority  redele¬ 
gated  for  Region  VI.  The  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  and  the  Deputy  Regional 
Administrator,  Region  VI,  each  is  further 
authorized  to  make  the  determinations 
provided  for  in  section  53  of  the  Alaska 
Omnibus  Act  (Public  Law  88-451,  78 
Stat.  506)  that: 

a.  The  proposed  urban  renewal  project 
will  aid  the  community  in  which  it  is 
located  in  reconstruction  and  redevel¬ 
opment  made  necessary  by  the  1964 
earthquake  and  subsequent  seismic 
waves. 

b.  A  major  portion  of  the  project  area 
either  has  been  rendered  unusable  as  a 
result  of  the  1964  earthquake  and  sub¬ 
sequent  seismic  waves  or  is  needed  in 
order  adequately  to  provide  new  loca¬ 
tions  for  persons,  businesses,  and  facil¬ 
ities  displaced  by  the  earthquake. 

Sec.  E.  Existing  redelegations.  Un¬ 
less  and  until  modified  or  revoked  by 
the  Regional  Administrator  or  Deputy 
Regional  Administrator,  each  Regional 
officer  and  employee  subordinate  to  the 
Regional  Administrator  is  hereby  au¬ 
thorized  to  exercise  the  authority  re¬ 
delegated  to  him  by  the  Regional  Admin¬ 
istrator  under  redelegations  In  effect  on 
June  30,  1966,  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
grams  and  matters  listed  under  the  re¬ 
delegations  herein. 

Effective  date.  These  redelegations  of 
authority  shall  be  effective  as  of  July  1, 
1966. 

Don  Hummel, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  86-7134:  Filed,  June  28.  1066; 

8:60  ajn.] 


ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  AND  DEPUTY 
ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  RE¬ 
NEWAL  AND  HOUSING  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE 

Delegations  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Authority  delegated  to  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and  Hous¬ 
ing  Assistance.  The  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance  is 
hereby  authorized  to  exercise  the  follow¬ 
ing  powers  and  authorities: 

1.  All  the  powers  and  authorities  of 
the  Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  with  respect  to  the  low-rent 
public  housing  program  under  the  U.S. 
Housing  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  1401  et  seq.),  including  the  pow¬ 
ers  and  authorities  of  the  Secretary  un¬ 
der  Title  IV  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1965  (42  U.S.C.  3071 
et  seq.)  insofar  as  related  to  such  pro¬ 
gram,  and  all  other  powers  and  authori¬ 
ties  of  the  Public  Housing  Administra¬ 
tion  and  of  the  head  and  other  officers 
and  offices  of  the  Public  Housing  Ad¬ 
ministration  transferred  to  and  vested 
In  the  Secretary  by  section  5(a)  of  the 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  Act,  Public  Law  89-174,  79 
Stat.  667, 5  U.S.C.  624-624f ;  except  power 
and  authority  to  establish  the  rate  of 
interest  on  Federal  loans. 

2.  Power  and  authority  to  exercise  the 
authority  referred  to  in  subsection  1(1) 
of  Executive  Order  11196,  to  approve  the 
undertaking  of  any  annual  contribution, 
grant,  or  loan,  or  any  contract  for  any 
annual  contribution,  grant,  or  loan. 

3.  Power  and  authority  to  exercise  the 
authority  referred  to  in  subsection  1(2) 
of  Executive  Order  11196,  to  approve  the 
amending  or  superseding  of  any  contract 
for  annual  contributions  or  loans,  or 
both,  so  that  the  going  Federal  rate  on 
the  basis  of  which  such  annual  contri¬ 
butions  or  the  interest  rate  on  the  loans, 
or  both,  respectively,  are  fixed  shall  mean 
the  going  Federal  rate  on  the  date  of  ap¬ 
proval  of  the  amending  or  superseding 
contract. 

4.  Power  and  authority  to  make  such 
rules  and  regulations  as  may  be  neces¬ 
sary  to  carry  out  the  powers,  authorities, 
functions,  and  duties  delegated  herein. 

5.  Power  and  authority  to  redelegate 
to  each  Housing  Assistance  Regional  Di¬ 
rector  and  to  other  officials  and  indi¬ 
viduals  in  each  Housing  Assistance 
Regional  Office,  any  of  the  powers, 
authorities,  functions,  and  duties  dele¬ 
gated  herein  except  the  powers  and  au¬ 
thorities  stated  in  “2”,  “3”,  and  “4" 
above. 

6.  Power  and  authority  to  redelegate 
to  the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing  Assistance,  to  the  General  Dep¬ 
uty,  Housing  Assistance  Administration, 
and  to  other  officials  in  the  Housing  As¬ 
sistance  Administration  (except  in 
Regional  Offices)  any  of  the  powers,  au¬ 
thorities,  functions,  and  duties  delegated 
herein  except  the  powers  and  authori¬ 
ties  stated  in  "2”,  “3”,  and  “4”  above, 
and  except  further  the  following: 

a.  With  respect  to  low-rent  housing 
in  private  accommodations  pursuant  to 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  31,  NO.  125— WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  29,  1966 


8968 


NOTICES 


section  23  of  the  United  States  Housing 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (42  UJ3.C. 
1421b),  approval  of  Federal  commit¬ 
ments  to  pay  annual  contributions  for 
leases  entered  Into  or  extending  more 
than  10  years  beyond  the  date  of  the 
annual  contributions  contract. 

.  b.  Finding  pursuant  to  section  15(5) 
of  the  UJ5.  Housing  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (42  U.S.C.  1415(5) ) ,  that  in  the 
geographical  area  of  any  project  (a)  it 
is  not  feasible  under  otherwise  applicable 
cost  limitations  to  construct  the  project 
without  sacrifice  of  sound  standards  of 
construction,  design,  and  livability  and 
(b)  there  is  an  acute  need  for  the  hous¬ 
ing;  and  prescribing  room  cost  limita¬ 
tions  in  excess  of  the  limitations  that 
would  otherwise  be  applicable  to  such 
project. 

c.  Suspension,  reduction,  or  cancel¬ 
lation  of  dwelling  units  covered  by  Pro¬ 
gram  Reservations,  Preliminary  Loan 
Contracts,  or  Annual  Contributions  Con¬ 
tracts  when  initiated  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

d.  Termination  of  Preliminary  Loan 
Contracts  and  Annual  Contributions 
Contracts  when  initiated  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

e.  Invoking  any  remedy  on  behalf  of 
the  Federal  Government  upon  default  or 
breach  by  a  local  housing  authority  In 
any  of  the  terms,  covenants,  or  condi¬ 
tions  of  an  Annual  Contributions  Con¬ 
tract. 

f.  Approval  of  local  housing  authori¬ 
ties’  disposition  or  other  removal  of  low- 
rent  housing  units  in  operation  from 
the  federally  aided  low-rent  housing  pro¬ 
gram. 

g.  Approval  of  local  housing  authori¬ 
ties'  disposition  of  excess  land,  including 
utilization  of  such  land  for  a  new  project. 

h.  Debarring  contractors  from  con¬ 
tracting  with  the  Federal  Government 
or  with  local  housing  authorities,  and 
authorizing  exceptions  therefrom. 

Sec.  B.  Authority  delegated,  to  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and 
Housing  Assistance.  The  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and  Hous¬ 
ing  Assistance  Is  hereby  authorized  to 
exercise  all  the  powers  and  authorities 
delegated  to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance  In  sec¬ 
tion  A  above  except  the  powers  and  au¬ 
thorities  set  forth  In  subsections  “2,”  “3,” 
and  "4"  of  section  A. 

Sec.  C.  Redelegations  of  authority. 
Power  and  authority  to  redelegate,  as 
stated  in  subsections  “5"  and  “6”  of  sec¬ 
tion  A  above,  shall  Include  power  and 
authority  to  redelegate  by  continuing  In 
effect  In  the  respective  officials  and  indi¬ 
viduals  of  the  Housing  Assistance  Ad¬ 
ministration  (Including  Housing  Assist¬ 
ance  Regional  Offices)  the  powers  and 
authorities  vested  In  them  as  Public 
Housing  Commissioner  and  other  officials 
and  employees  of  the  Public  Housing 
Administration  pursuant  to  Department 
Interim  Order  n  (31  F.R.  815-16).  As 
to  any  such  powers  and  authorities  so 
continued  in  effect,  wherever  the  title 
“Regional  Director”  appears  such  title 
shall  be  deemed  to  refer  to  “Housing 
Assistance  Regional  Director”;  refer¬ 


ences  to  “Regional  Offices"  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  references  to  “Housing 
Assistance  Regional  Offices”;  references 
to  the  “PHA”  and  the  “Public  Housing 
Administration”  shall  be  deemed  to  be 
references  to  the  “Department  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development,”  the  “Sec¬ 
retary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Develop¬ 
ment,”  or  the  Federal  Government,  as 
may  be  appropriate;  and  references  to 
powers,  duties,  functions  and  authorities 
vested  in  the  “Commissioner”  shall  be 
taken  to  mean  powers,  duties,  functions 
and  authorities  vested  in  the  Secretary 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development. 

Effective  date.  These  delegations  of 
authority  shall  be  effective  as  of  July  1, 
1966. 

Robert  C.  Weaver, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

|  F.R.  Doc.  66-7135;  Filed.  June  28,  1966; 

8:50  a.m.] 


DEPUTY  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR 
HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  ET  AL. 

Redelegations  of  Authority 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Hous¬ 
ing  Assistance  and  Other  Officials  in 
Housing  Assistance  Administration. 

Section  A.  The  Deputy  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Housing  Assistance  and  the 
General  Deputy,  Housing  Assistance  Ad¬ 
ministration,  each  Is  hereby  authorized 
to  exercise  all  the  powers  and  authorities 
of  the  Secretary  vested  In  the  Public 
Housing  Commissioner  pursuant  to  De¬ 
partment  Interim  Order  II  (31  FJt.  815- 
16) ,  except  the  following: 

1.  With  respect  to  low-rent  housing  in 
private  accommodations  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  23  of  the  United  States  Housing  Act 
of  1937,  as  amended  (42  UJ3.C.  1421b), 
approval  of  Federal  commitments  to  pay 
annual  contributions  for  leases  entered 
into  or  extending  more  than  10  years 
beyond  the  date  of  the  annual  contribu¬ 
tions  contract. 

2.  Finding  pursuant  to  section  15(5) 
of  the  United  States  Housing  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (42  U.S.C.  1415(5)),  that  in 
the  geographical  area  of  any  project  (a) 
It  Is  not  feasible  under  otherwise  appli¬ 
cable  cost  limitations  to  construct  the 
project  without  sacrifice  of  sound  stand¬ 
ards  of  construction,  design,  and  liva¬ 
bility  and  (b)  there  Is  an  acute  need  for 
the  housing;  and  prescribing  room  cost 
limitations  in  excess  of  the  limitations 
that  would  otherwise  be  applicable  to 
such  project. 

3.  Suspension,  reduction,  or  cancella¬ 
tion  of  dwelling  units  covered  by  Pro¬ 
gram  Reservations,  Preliminary  Loan 
Contracts,  or  Annual  Contributions  Con¬ 
tracts  when  Initiated  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

4.  Termination  of  Preliminary  Loan 
Contracts  and  Annual  Contributions 
Contracts  when  Initiated  by  the  Federal 
Government. 

5.  Invoking  any  remedy  on  behalf  of 
the  Federal  Government  upon  default  or 
breach  by  a  local  housing  authority  in 
respect  to  the  terms,  convenants,  or  con¬ 


ditions  of  an  Annual  Contributions 
Contract. 

6.  Approval  of  local  housing  authori¬ 
ties’  disposition  or  other  removal  of  low- 
rent  housing  units  in  operation  from  the 
federally-aided  low-rent  housing  pro¬ 
gram. 

7.  Approval  of  local  housing  authori¬ 
ties’  disposition  of  excess  land,  including 
utilization  of  such  land  for  a  new  project. 

8.  Debarring  contractors  from  con¬ 
tracting  with  the  Federal  Government  or 
with  local  housing  authorities,  and  au¬ 
thorizing  exceptions  therefrom. 

9.  Establishing  the  rate  of  interest  on 
Federal  loans. 

10.  Making  rules  and  regulations. 

Sec.  B.  The  powers  and  authorities 

vested  In  officials  of  the  Public  Housing 
Administration  other  than  the  Public 
Housing  Commissioner,  Deputy  Commis¬ 
sioner,  and  Regional  Office  officials  and 
employees  pursuant  to  Department  In¬ 
terim  Order  n  (31  F.R.  815-16)  except 
any  such  powers  and  authorities  as  may 
be  listed  In  Items  1  through  10  under 
Section  A  above,  shall  continue  to  be 
vested  In  such  officials  as  officials  of  the 
Housing  Assistance  Administration. 

Sec.  C.  The  powers  and  authorities 
vested  in  Regional  Directors  and  other 
Regional  Office  officials  and  employees  of 
the  Public  Housing  Administration  pur¬ 
suant  to  Department  Interim  Order  II 
(31  F.R.  815-16)  shall  continue  to  be 
vested  in  such  officials  and  employees  as 
Housing  Assistance  Regional  Office  offi¬ 
cials  and  employees,  except  power  and 
authority  to  establish  the  rate  of  Interest 
on  Federal  loans  and  to  make  rules  and 
regulations. 

Effective  date.  These  redelegations  of 
authority  shall  be  effective  as  of  July  1, 
1966. 

Don  Hummel, 
Assistant  Secretary  for 
Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7136;  Filed.  June  28.  1966; 

8:50  a.m.J 


ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  AND  DEPUTY 

ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR  RE¬ 
NEWAL  AND  HOUSING  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE 

Delegations  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Authority  Delegated  with 
Respect  to  Specific  Programs.  The  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and  Hous¬ 
ing  Assistance  and  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Renewal  and  Housing  As¬ 
sistance  each  Is  hereby  authorized  to  ex¬ 
ercise  the  powers  and  authorities  of  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  with  respect  to  the  following 
programs,  except  as  stated  in  section  B. 

1.  College  Housing  Program  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended  (12  U.S.C.  1749-17490. 

2.  Program  of  Housing  for  the  Elderly 
or  Handicapped  under  section  202  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1959,  as  amended  (12 
U.S.C.  1701q>. 

Sec.  B.  Authority  Excepted.  There  is 
hereby  excepted  from  the  authority 
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delegated  In  section  A  the  power  and 
authority  to: 

1.  Establish  the  rate  of  interest  on 
Federal  loans. 

2.  Issue  notes  and  obligations  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

3.  Sue  and  be  sued. 

4.  In  the  case  of  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Renewal  and  Housing  As¬ 
sistance:  Make  rules  and  regulations. 

5.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authori¬ 
ties  set  forth  in  section  402(a)  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1050,  as  amended  (12 
U.S.C.  1749a(a)>. 

See.  C.  Additional  Authority  Delegated. 
The  Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and 
Housing  Assistance  and  the  Deputy  As¬ 
sistant  Secretary  for  Renewal  and  Hous¬ 
ing  Assistance  each  is  further  authorized 
to: 

1.  Redelegate  to  Regional  Administra¬ 
tors  and  to  Deputy  Regional  Administra¬ 
tors  any  of  the  powers  and  authorities 
delegated  herein  except  power  and  au- 
th'  to  make  rules  and  regulations. 

2.  Authorize  further  redelegations  by 
Regional  Administrators  and  Deputy 
Regional  Administrators  of  any  of  the 
powers  and  authorities  redelegated  to 
them  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Re¬ 
newal  and  Housing  Assistance  or  by  the 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Renewal 
and  Housing  Assistance. 

3.  Redelegate  to  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing  Assistance  and  to 
the  General  Deputy.  Housing  Assistance 
Administration,  any  of  the  powers  and 
authorities  delegated  herein  except  the 
power  and  authority  to: 

a.  Makes  rules  and  regulations. 

b.  Approve  applications  and  authorize 
loans. 

Sec.  D.  Existing  Delegations  and  Re¬ 
delegations.  Notwithstanding  the  dele¬ 
gations  herein  and  redelegations  here¬ 
under,  delegations  to  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trators  and  redelegations  thereunder  In 
effect  on  June  30,  1966,  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Department  Interim  Order  II 
(31  F.R.  815-16)  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
grams  listed  herein  will  continue  in  effect 
until  expressly  modified  or  revoked. 

Sec.  E.  Amendments  of  Previous  Dele¬ 
gations  and  Redelegations  of  Authority. 

1.  The  delegations  of  authority  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Metropolitan  De¬ 
velopment  and  the  Deputy  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Metropolitan  Development 
effective  as  of  May  18. 1966  (31  PA.  7358- 
9)  are  hereby  amended  by  deleting  the 
following  from  the  list  of  programs  un¬ 
der  section  A  thereof : 

9.  College  Housing  Program  under  Title 
IV  of  the  Housing  Act  of  I960,  as  amended 
(13  U.S.C.  1749-1749C). 

10.  Program  of  Housing  for  the  Elderly  or 
Handicapped  under  section  202  of  the  Hous¬ 
ing  Act  of  19&9,  as  amended  (12  US.C.  1701q). 

2.  The  redelegations  of  authority  from 
the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Metropolitan 
Development  to  Regional  Administrators 
and  Deputy  Regional  Administrators 
effective  as  of  May  18, 1966  (31  F.R.  7353- 
60)  are  hereby  amended  by  deleting  from 
the  list  of  programs  under  section  A 
thereof  the  programs  Identified  in  sub¬ 
section  1  of  this  section  E. 

Effective  date.  These  delegations  of 
authority  and  amendments  of  previous 


delegations  and  redelegations  of  author¬ 
ity  shall  be  effective  as  of  July  1,  1966. 

Robert  C.  Weaver, 
Secretary  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Development. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7137;  Filed,  June  28.  1966; 
8:60  a.m.) 


REGIONAL  ADMINISTRATORS  AND 
DEPUTY  REGIONAL  ADMINISTRA¬ 
TORS 

Redelegations  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Authority  Redelegated 
With  Respect  to  Specific  Programs. 
Each  Regional  Administrator  and  each 
Deputy  Regional  Administrator  of  the 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban  De¬ 
velopment  is  hereby  authorized  to  exer¬ 
cise  the  powers  and  authorities  of  the 
Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment  listed  below  with  respect  to  the 
programs  listed: 

1.  College  Housing  Program  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended  (12  U.S.C.  1749-1749C) : 

a.  Approve  applications,  authorize 
loans,  and  execute  loan  agreements,  in¬ 
volving  loans  for  student  and/or  faculty 
housing  and  for  other  educational  fa¬ 
cilities. 

b.  Amend  or  modify  any  such  loan 
agreement. 

c.  Redelegate  to  the  Regional  Director 
of  Community  Facilities  the  authority 
delegated  herein  except  the  authority  to 
approve  applications,  authorize  loans 
and  amend  or  modify  the  terms  thereof. 

2.  Program  of  Housing  for  the  Elderly 
or  Handicapped  under  section  202  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1959,  as  amended  (12 
UH.C.  1701q): 

a.  Execute  loan  agreements  and  regu¬ 
latory  agreements  and  amendments  or 
modifications  of  loan  agreements  and 
regulatory  agreements. 

b.  Authorize  an  increase  of  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  10  percent  in  the  amount  of  the 
loan  and  authorize  such  amendment  of 
the  loan  agreement  as  is  necessary  to 
effectuate  the  authorized  Increase  in 
the  amount  of  the  loan. 

c.  Execute  amendments  or  modifica¬ 
tions  of  notes,  mortgages,  and  other  col¬ 
lateral  security  instruments. 

d.  Redelegate  to  the  Regional  Director 
of  Community  Facilities  the  authority 
delegated  herein  except  the  authority  to 
authorize  an  increase  in  the  amount  of 
the  loan. 

Sec.  B.  Additional  Authority  Redele¬ 
gated  for  Region  VI.  The  Regional  Ad¬ 
ministrator  and  the  Deputy  Regional 
Administrator,  Region  VI.  each  is  fur¬ 
ther  authorized  to  redelegate  to  the  Di¬ 
rector  for  Northwest  Operations,  Region 
VI.  any  of  the  authority  delegated 
herein. 

Effective  date.  These  redelegations  of 
authority  shall  be  effective  as  of  July  1, 
1966. 

Don  Hummel, 
Assistant  Secretary 

for  Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance. 

(PR.  Doc.  86-7188;  Filed.  June  28.  1888; 

8:60  am.) 


DEPUTY  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR 

HOUSING  ASSISTANCE  AND  GEN¬ 
ERAL  DEPUTY,  HOUSING  ASSIST¬ 
ANCE  ADMINISTRATION 

Redelegations  of  Authority 

Section  A.  Authority  Redelegated  With 
Respect  to  Specific  Programs.  The  Dep¬ 
uty  Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing  As¬ 
sistance  and  the  General  Deputy,  Hous¬ 
ing  Assistance  Administration,  each  is 
hereby  authorized  to  exercise  the  powers 
and  authorities  of  the  Secretary  of  Hous¬ 
ing  and  Urban  Development  with  respect 
to  the  following  programs,  except  as 
stated  in  section  B: 

1.  College  Housing  Program  under 
Title  IV  of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended  (12  UB.C.  1749-17490. 

2.  Program  of  Housing  for  the  Elderly 
or  Handicapped  under  section  202  of  the 
Housing  Act  of  1959,  as  amended  (12 
UB.C.  1701q). 

Sec.  B.  Authority  Excepted.  There  is 
hereby  excepted  from  the  authority  re¬ 
delegated  in  section  A  the  power  and 
authority  to: 

1.  Establish  the  rate  of  interest  on 
Federal  loans. 

2.  Issue  notes  and  obligations  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury. 

3.  Sue  and  be  sued. 

4.  Make  rules  and  regulations. 

6.  Approve  applications  and  authorize 
loans. 

6.  Exercise  the  powers  and  authorities 
of  the  Secretary  under  subsection  402(a) 
of  the  Housing  Act  of  1950,  as  amended 
(12  UB.C.  17498(a)). 

Effective  date.  These  redelegations  of 
authority  shall  be  effective  as  of  July 
1,  1966. 

Don  Hummel, 
Assistant  Secretary 
for  Renewal  and  Housing  Assistance. 

(PR.  Doc.  66-7139;  Piled,  June  28.  1966; 

*  8:50  am  ] 


CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  16603;  Order  No.  N-23869) 

AIR  TRANSPORT  ASSOCIATION 
Order 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  24th  day  of  June  1966. 

Agreement  adopted  by  certain  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Air  Transport  Association  re¬ 
lating  to  a  charge  for  in-flight  entertain¬ 
ment  on  flights  between  points  within  the 
continental  United  States;  Docket  16503, 
Agreement  CAH.  18922. 

There  has  been  filed  with  the  Board 
for  approval  pursuant  to  section  412  of 
the  Act  an  agreement  entered  into  by 
12  air  carrier  members  of  the  Air  Trans¬ 
port  Association '  relating  to  a  charge  for 


1  Allegheny,  American,  Bonanza,  Branlff, 
Delta.  Eastern,  National.  Northeast.  Oaark, 
Trans-Texas,  Trans  World,  and  United  Air 
Lines.  In  addition.  Continental  has  sub¬ 
mitted  a  letter  of  understanding  for  infor¬ 
mational  purposes,  but  not  for  Board  ap¬ 
proval,  In  this  docket. 
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in-flight ,  entertainment  on  domestic 
flights.  Essentially,  the  agreement  pro¬ 
vides  that  the  parties  thereto  will  charge 
each  passenger  being  furnished  visual 
in-flight  entertainment  through  the  use 
of  a  headset  or  other  device  for  listen¬ 
ing  to  the  audio  portion  of  the  visual  in¬ 
flight  entertainment  the  sum  of  $2  in  all 
classes  of  service  furnished  or  operated 
by  such  air  carrier  party  between  points 
in  the  48  contiguous  United  States.  The 
agreement  is  a  public  document  and  may 
be  inspected  by  any  interested  person  in 
the  Docket  Section  of  the  Civil  Aero¬ 
nautics  Board,  Washington,  D.C. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  file  comments 
has  been  filed  by  Consolidated  Electro¬ 
dynamics  Corp.,  a  subsidiary  of  Bell  & 
Howell  Co.,  manufacturers  of  equipment 
for  projection  of  motion  pictures,  includ¬ 
ing  specialized  equipment  for  such  pro¬ 
jection  in  passenger  aircraft.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  Inflight  Motion  Pictures,  Inc.,  has 
submitted  a  letter  requesting  an  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  be  heard  on  the  agreement,  and 
Video  Flight,  Inc.,  and  Sony  Corp.  of 
America  have  sent  telegraphic  requests 
to  file  comments  and  to  present  oral 
arguments  concerning  the  agreement. 

The  Board  has  determined  to  afford 
interested  persons  an  opportunity  to 
present  written  argument  in  support  of, 
or  in  opposition  to.  Board  approval  of 
the  captioned  agreement.  These  com¬ 
ments  should  be  especially  directed  to 
the  following  points :  ( 1 )  The  need  for  an 
agreed  charge  for  domestic  visual  in¬ 
flight  entertainment  and  the  public  in¬ 
terest  considerations  which  require  ap¬ 
proval  or  disapproval  of  the  agreement; 
(2)  carrier  parties  to  the  agreement 
should  Include  data  showing  the  current 
costs  of  providing  various  types  of  in¬ 
flight  entertainment  in  total  as  well  as 
the  costs  per  seat,  per  passenger,  and  per 
user;  (3)  the  effect  of  a  $2  charge  upon 
the  passenger  acceptance  or  rejection  of 
visual  in-flight  entertainment  on  domes¬ 
tic  flights  of  various  durations.  Including 
the  level  of  participation  estimated  at  a 
$2  charge  and  how  this  compares  with 
the  current  passenger /user  ratio;  and 
(4)  whether  a  charge  of  less  than  $2 
would  maximize  revenues. 

The  comments  of  interested  persons 
should  be  filed  within  20  days  after  the 
date  of  service  of  this  order,  and  reply 
comments  may  be  filed  within  10  days 
thereafter.  In  addition,  the  Board  will 
hear  oral  argument  on  the  agreement  at 
a  time  and  place  hereafter  to  be  desig¬ 
nated.  Any  documents  filed  in  this 
docket  should  comply  with  Part  302  of 
the  Board's  procedural  regulations,  and 
should  be  served  upon  all  carrier  parties 
to  the  agreement  as  well  as  counsel  for 
Consolidated  Electrodynamics  Corp.,  In¬ 
flight  Motion  Pictures,  Inc.,  Video  Flight, 
Inc.,  and  Sony  Corp.  of  America. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958, 

It  is  ordered,  That; 

1.  Any  air  carrier  party  to  Agreement 
C.A.B.  18922,  Docket  16503,  or  any  in¬ 
terested  person,  may,  within  20  days 
from  the  date  of  service  of  this  order, 
submit  statements  in  writing  containing 
reasons  deemed  appropriate,  together 


with  supporting  data,  in  support  of,  or  in 
opposition  to,  Board  approval  of  the 
agreement; 

2.  Within  10  days  after  the  filing  of 
comments  in  accordance  with  paragraph 
1  above,  any  air  carrier  party  or  any 
interested  person  may  file  reply  com¬ 
ments  which  shall  be  limited  in  scope 
to  matters  raised  by  the  comments  of 
other  persons; 

3.  The  Board  will  hear  oral  argument 
on  the  agreement  at  a  time  and  place 
hereafter  to  be  designated;  and 

4.  Except  to  the  extent  granted  here¬ 
in,  the  petition  and  requests  of  Con¬ 
solidated  Electrodynamics  Corp.,  Inflight 
Motion  Pictures,  Inc.,  Video  Flight,  Inc., 
and  Sony  Corp.  of  America  are  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 
Secretary. 

|F.R.  Doc.  66-7111;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:47  a.m.] 


|  Docket  17436;  Order  No.  E-23856] 

ALLEGHENY  AIRLINES 
Order  Instituting  Investigation 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  23d  day  of  June  1966. 

Several  years  ago  the  Board  initiated 
a  program  for  the  systematic  review 
of  the  route  structures  of  the  local  serv¬ 
ice  carriers  with  a  view  toward  possible 
realignment  of  these  route  systems  to 
enable  the  carriers  to  provide  more  eco¬ 
nomical  service  and  to  improve  service 
convenience  to  the  public.  As  a  result  a 
number  of  local  service  route  realign¬ 
ment  cases  have  been  initiated.  Pur¬ 
suant  to  this  program  the  route  system  of 
Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.  (Allegheny),  has 
been  analyzed  and  we  have  determined 
that  a  route  realignment  investigation 
for  this  carrier  should  be  instituted.  At 
the  present  time  liberalized  operating 
authority  and  improved  route  structure 
for  Allegheny  on  the  eastern  part  of  its 
system,  which  is  primarily  north-south 
oriented,  are  being  considered  in  the 
pending  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  Seg¬ 
ment  8  Renewal  and  Route  Realignment 
Investigation,  Docket  16474  and  the  New 
York-Florida  Renewal  Case,  Docket 
12285.  However,  neither  of  these  cases 
involves  issues  related  to  the  western 
part  of  the  carrier’s  system.  This  is  the 
area  to  which  we  intend  to  direct  our 
attention  in  the  instant  investigation. 
Hence,  the  three  cases  will  give  us  the 
opportunity  to  review  Allegheny’s  entire 
system,  and  to  make  such  changes  in  the 
carrier’s  operating  authority,  and  in  the 
authority  of  other  carriers  which  ad¬ 
versely  affects  Allegheny,  as  are  required 
by  the  public  interest. 

Our  preliminary  review  of  Allegheny’s 
route  system  indicates  that  there  is  sub¬ 
stantial  room  for  improvement.  While 
the  carrier  serves  a  densely  populated, 
highly  industrial  area,  its  service  is 


blanketed  by  trunkline  competition,’  its 
scheduling  flexibility  is  inhibited  by 
duplicative  designation  of  points  on  sev¬ 
eral  of  its  segments,  it  serves  smaller 
points  which  are  also  served,  or  which 
possibly  could  be  served  more  effectively, 
by  other  local  service  carriers,  and  it  ap¬ 
pears  that  its  authority  in  certain  mar¬ 
kets  may  be  unnecessarily  restricted  by 
conditions  which  no  longer  serve  the 
purpose  for  which  they  were  intended. 
Generally,  it  is  to  these  matters  which 
the  instant  investigation  will  be  directed. 
More  specifically,  the  issues  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  this  proceeding  are  discussed 
in  detail  below. 

Our  review  of  Allegheny’s  system  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  mid-Pennsylvania  area 
appears  to  have  a  potential  for  improve¬ 
ment  in  the  carrier’s  presently  authorized 
operations,  particularly  with  respect  to 
the  cities  of  Allentown  and  Harrisburg. 
For  example,  the  addition  of  Allentown, 
the  only  city  in  Pennsylvania  receiving 
scheduled  air  service  which  is  not  served 
by  Allegheny,  to  that  carrier’s  system 
suggests  itself  as  a  possible  means  of 
strengthening  the  carrier  and  Improving 
public  service  without  adversely  affect¬ 
ing  any  other  carrier.  Allentown  is  pres¬ 
ently  served  by  United  and  TWA,  both 
services  being  provided  on  segments  be¬ 
tween  New  York  and  Pittsburgh,1  and 
we  do  not  believe  that  a  third  carrier 
is  required  in  Allentown-New  York- 
Pittsburgh  markets  at  this  time.  How¬ 
ever,  we  will  consider  the  feasibility  of 
certificating  Allentown  on  Allegheny’s 
system  in  such  a  manner  as  to  provide 
for  the  operation  of  single-plane  service 
between  Allentown  and.  Boston.  Buffalo, 
Cleveland,  and  Detroit  via  Allegheny  in¬ 
termediate  points.  These  terminals  are 
within  Allentown's  top  seven  communi¬ 
ties  of  interest.1 

Harrisburg  presents  a  different  situa¬ 
tion  for  Allegheny.  The  carrier  has  au¬ 
thority  to  serve  the  city,  and  is  the 
predominant  carrier  in  the  Important 
Harrisburg-New  York  and  Harrisburg - 
Pittsburgh  markets.  However, -TWA  has 
unrestricted  authority  in  both  of  these 
markets.  While  we  do  not  intend  to 
limit  Harrisburg’s  long-haul  service,  we 
would  like  to  have  the  opportunity  to 
explore  whether  TWA's  Harrisburg  au¬ 
thority  should  be  conditioned  so  as  to 
preserve  Allegheny’s  position  in  the  local 
markets.  Therefore,  we  will  look  into 
the  feasibility  of  imposing  a  long-haul 
restriction  on  TWA’s  flights  serving  Har¬ 
risburg  and  whether  such  a  restriction 
will  make  additional  traffic  and  revenue 
available  to  Allegheny  without  depriv¬ 
ing  Harrisburg  of  its  long-haul  truck - 
line  service. 


1  During  the  first  quarter  of  1864,  of  53 
markets  generating  over  1,000  passengers. 
Allegheny  experienced  effective  competition 
In  21,  which  accounted  for  51  percent  of  Its 
total  traffic.  In  4  of  these  markets,  Alle¬ 
gheny  carried  10  percent  or  less.  In  3. 
Its  participation  .ranged  between  11  percent 
and  30  percent  and  in  14,  Allegheny  carried 
more  than  30  percent  of  the  traffic. 

■United's  service  Is  via  Allentown,  while 
TWA's  serves  Allentown  and  Harrisburg. 

*  In  1964,  Allentown  generated  6,040  pas¬ 
sengers  to  Cleveland,  3,870  to  Detroit,  1,380  to 
Buffalo,  and  1,020  to  Boston. 
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Our  review  of  Allegheny's  segment  load 
factors  reveals  that  Its  poorest  traffic 
generation  Is  realized  over  segment  4.* 
Because  United  offers  six  dally  Buffalo- 
Pittsburgh  nonstop  flights  In  each  direc¬ 
tion,  and  because  of  a  one-stop  restric¬ 
tion  in  Allegheny's  certificate  *  Allegheny 
is,  as  a  practical  matter,  precluded  from 
participating  in  the  terminal -to-terminal 
traffic,  and  must  rely  on  the  intermedi¬ 
ates  for  traffic  support.  This  support  is 
difficult  to  obtain  since  only  Oil  City- 
Franklin  receives  its  service  exclusively 
over  this  segment.  Jamestown  and 
Bradford  are  authorized  on  segment  7 
as  well  as  segment  4.  and  generate  their 
greatest  traffic  on  services  operated  be¬ 
tween  Detroit/Cleveland  and  New  York. 
Accordingly,  this  inherent  weakness  of 
segment  4  Appears  to  Impose  a  dispro¬ 
portionate  drain  on  subsidy. 

In  order  to  provide  the  opportunity  to 
alleviate  this  problem,  we  propose  to 
place  in  issue  in  this  Investigation  various 
available  alternatives  which  appear  to  be 
preferable  to  the  existing  situation. 
Thus,  we  will  include  as  an  issue  the 
possible  Imposition  of  a  long-haul  re¬ 
striction  on  United’s  flights  between 
Pittsburgh  and  Buffalo  in  connection 
with  the  possible  grant  of  nonstop  au¬ 
thority  in  such  market  to  Allegheny.' 
Additionally,  in  connection  with  segment 
realignment,  we  will  consider  on  which 
segment  Jamestown  and  Bradford  can 
receive  their  most  effective  service  in  the 
interests  of  the  cities  and  the  carrier. 

Finally,  in  the  Interests  of  making  a 
complete  evaluation  of  the  problems  re¬ 
lating  to  segment  4.  we  will  consider  the 
possibility  of  providing  service  to  the 
intermediate  points  on  such  segment  by 
other  local  service  carriers  but  In  a  dif¬ 
ferent  manner  than  at  present.  For 
example.  Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc. 
(Lake  Central) ,  now  provides  service  be¬ 
tween  Erie  and  Pittsburgh  and  could 
with  very  little  circuity  mileage  serve 
Oil  City-Franklin  on  these  flights.  Also, 
while  Allegheny  oould  continue  to  pro¬ 
vide  Jamestown  and  Bradford  with  east- 
west  service  over  its  segment  7.  the 
north-south  needs  of  these  points  might 
be  appropriately  served  by  Mohawk  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.  (Mohawk),  on  its  existing 
flights  between  Pittsburgh  and  Syra¬ 
cuse.'  We  wish  to  make  it  clear  that 


4  Segment  4  extends  between  Buffalo  and 
Pittsburgh,  via  the  Intermediate  points 
Jamestown,  Bradford,  and  Oil  City-Frank- 
lin.  Allegheny's  average  load  factor  over 
the  segment  Is  about  20  percent. 

*  Allegheny  la  required  to  schedule  service 
to  at  least  one  at  the  Intermediates  on  flights 
operated  between  Pittsburgh  and  Buffalo  by 
condition  5(b)  of  Its  certificate. 

*  We  will  consolidate  herein  so  much  of  Al¬ 
legheny's  application  In  Docket  14865  as  re¬ 
quests  nonstop  authority  between  Pitts¬ 
burgh  and  Buffalo. 

7  Mohawk  is  presently  certificated  at 
Jamestown  and  has  a  station  there.  Mo¬ 
hawk  previously  served  Bradford  as  a  stub- 
end  segment  from  H mire- Corning.  This 
service  was  suspended  Apr.  *5.  1954,  by  Order 
E  8268.  Apr.  19,  1954,  and  terminated  In  the 
Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc.,  ‘  Use  U  or  Lose  It** 
Investigation  (Docket  14041),  Initial  De¬ 
cision  Issued  Mar.  4.  1964  (Board  review  not 
requested). 


regardless  of  the  ultimate  disposition  of 
the  Intermediate  points  on  the  present 
segment  4,  Allegheny  will  retain  Its  Buf¬ 
falo  authority* 

nils  type  of  Investigation  provides 
the  appropriate  vehicle  for  conforming 
the  route  description  contained  in  a 
carrier’s  certificate  to  Its  traffic  flow  and 
its  operations.  Our  preliminary  review 
of  Allegheny’s  routes  indicates  that  the 
six  Allegheny  segments'  on  which  we 
are  focusing  herein  logically  may  be  con¬ 
solidated  into  a  lesser  number  consistent 
with  the  general  nature  of  the  carrier's 
operations.  The  common  certification 
of  many  points  on  segments  3,  6,  and  7 
attests  to  the  validity  of  this  conclusion. 
Therefore,  we  will  Include  such  realign¬ 
ment  issues  in  this  proceeding." 

We  have  also  considered  the  question 
of  modification  or  amendment  of  certain 
specific  point-to-point  restrictions  on 
nonstop  and  limited-stop  service  which 
are  Included  as  conditions  in  Allegheny’s 
certificate.  Our  examination  Indicates 
that  these  restrictions,  which  prohibit 
nonstop  service  by  Allegheny  between 
specified  points,  generally  apply  to  long- 
haul,  hlgh-denslty  markets.  Such  mar¬ 
kets  usually  have  a  large  quantity  of 
competitive  nonstop  trunkline  service 
and  the  Inclusion  of  Issues  of  additional 
nonstop  service  therein  by  Allegheny 
would  result  In  an  unnecessary  broaden¬ 
ing  of  this  Investigation.  However,  our 
examination  reveals  that  several  Balti¬ 
more  markets  do  not  fall  into  this  cate¬ 
gory  sinoe  they  are  neither  high-density 
nor  the  recipients  of  a  large  volume  of 
service.  These  markets  are  Baltimore- 
Plttsburgh,  Baltlmore-Cleveland  and 
Baltlmore-Detroit.  The  Inclusion  of  is¬ 
sues  of  new  nonstop  authority  In  the 
Baltlmore-Cleveland  and  Baltlmore-De¬ 
troit  markets  would  Involve  consolidation 
of  a  number  of  pending  applications  by 
various  carriers  for  similar  authority  and 
would  doubtless  lead  to  an  undue  en¬ 
largement  of  the  Intended  scope  of  this 
case,  and  considerable  delay  in  getting 
Allegheny  the  relief  contemplated  by  this 
case.  However,  the  Inclusion  of  an  is¬ 
sue  relating  to  additional  nonstop  serv¬ 
ice  in  the  Baltimore- Pittsburgh  market 
would  not  likely  have  that  effect.  We 
will  Include  such  an  issue  In  order  to  pro¬ 
vide  the  opportunity  to  determine 
whether  Intensive  development  of  this 
market  by  a  local  service  carrier  will 
benefit  the  carrier  financially  and  re¬ 
dound  to  the  public  benefit. 

We  will  also  consider  liberalized  au¬ 
thority  for  Allegheny  and  Mohawk  in  the 
Pittsburgh-Hartford/Sprlngfleld  market. 
In  the  TWA/Allegheny/  Mohawk  Trans¬ 
fer  Case"  the  certificate  issued  to  Alle- 


*  While  we  are  unable  to  foreeee  what  ef¬ 
fect  the  proponed  segment  realignment  and 
consolidation  and  Intercarrier  transfers  will 
have  on  the  resulting  segmentation  at  Alle¬ 
gheny's  route,  we  contemplate  the  continua¬ 
tion  of  Buffalo  as  one  of  the  termini  and/cg 
Intermediate  points  on  the  carrier's  system. 
•Segments  2  and  8  are  excluded. 

“We  do  not  propose  by  this  realignment 
to  affect  Allegheny's  basic  authority,  but 
rather  to  eliminate  duplicate  authority  and 
unnecessary  restrictions  and  conditions. 

u  Orders  E-20661,  Apr.  7,  1964;  E-23663. 
Sept.  16.  1965. 


gheny  restricted  its  authority  in  the 
Pittsburgh-H&rtford/Sprlngfleld  market 
to  one-stop  service.  Mohawk's  certifi¬ 
cate  Issued  contemporaneously  contained 
a  similar  restriction  in  this  market. 
TWA,  the  only  other  carrier  serving  the 
Plttsburgh-Hartford  market,  offers  only 
a  single  round  trip  per  day  with  propeller 
equipment.  Our  records  indicate  that  in 
calendar  year  1964  there  were  approxi¬ 
mately  21.000  local  passengers  in  this 
market.  In  view  of  the  size  of  this  mar¬ 
ket  and  the  minimal  volume  of  service 
being  provided  by  TWA,  we  believe  it 
would  be  appropriate  to  include  an  issue 
in  this  proceeding  as  to  the  removal  of 
the  non-stop  restriction  in  the  certificate 
of  Allegheny  and/or  Mohawk. 

With  respect  to  the  certificate  restric¬ 
tions  contained  in  condition  4,  we  will 
consider  whether  such  restrictions 
should  be  modified  so  as  to  permit  one- 
stop  service  between  the  following  pairs 
of  points:  Detroit -Philadelphia /Cam¬ 
den;  Detroit- Washington:  Detroit -Balti¬ 
more  ;  Cleveland  -Philadelphia/Camden ; 
Cleveland- Washington  and  Cleveland - 
Baltimore.  The  Board  does  not  Intend 
to  consider  changes  in  the  present  condi¬ 
tions  of  Allegheny’s  certificate  which  in¬ 
sure  the  provision  of  an  effective  pattern 
of  service  to  the  intermediate  points  be¬ 
tween  these  city  pairs.  Also,  in  this  con¬ 
nection  we  will  consider  whether  condi¬ 
tion  4(c)  should  be  modified  so  as  to  per¬ 
mit  a  two-stop  Detroit-New  York/New¬ 
ark  service  under  the  same  condition." 

Finally,  we  have  reviewed  all  of  the 
outstanding  Allegheny  applications  for 
certificate  amendment.  We  have  con¬ 
cluded  that  certain  of  them  are.  in  whole 
or  in  part,  so  closely  related  to  our  basic 
objective  of  exploring  avenues  for  Im¬ 
proving  and  strengthening  local  service 
responsiveness  to  the  needs  of  the  public 
that  they  should  be  Included  In  this  In¬ 
vestigation."  We  will  not  consolidate 
any  applications  which  are,  or  may  be. 
Involved  in  other  proceedings,  nor  those 
which  would  have  a  significant  competi¬ 
tive  impact. 

Obviously,  the  Board  will  consider 
whether  any  of  the  authority  awarded  or 
modified  in  this  cue  shall  be  eligible  for 
subsidy. 

While  this  investigation  is  intended  to 
be  a  review  of  Allegheny’s  system,  we  an¬ 
ticipate,  because  of  possible  competitive 
implications,  that  there  will  be  partici¬ 
pation  by  numerous  other  carriers. 
However,  we  wish  to  make  it  clear  that 
this  investigation  will  be  limited  to  issues 
designated  herein  and  we  will  not  con- 


u  Allegheny  is  presently  authorised  by  ex¬ 
emption  to  provide  such  two-stop  service 
pending  final  decision  In  Docket  12846.  (Or¬ 
der  E- 17297,  eff.  Aug.  9.  1961.)  Docket  12848 
Involves  an  application  for  one-stop  service 
and  will  not  be  heard  In  this  esse. 

“Docket  12847.  Hageretown-Harrlsburg  on 
segment  3;  Docket  14990,  Hazel  ton  on  seg¬ 
ment  7;  Docket  15239,  Dubois  as  a  separate 
point  on  segment  6.  We  wUl  also  consider 
permanent  flagstop  authority  for  Allegheny 
as  a  replacement  for  the  temporary  flagetep 
authority  awarded  the  carrier  in  Order 
E-9836,  effective  Feb.  10,  1956. 
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sider  in  this  proceeding  the  new  or  pre¬ 
viously  filed  route  applications  of  any 
other  carrier  for  new  authority  or  any 
other  certificate  modifications  except  as 
now  contemplated  in  this  order  of  in¬ 
vestigation. 

Contemporaneously  with  this  order  we 
are  issuing  our  opinion  and  order  on 
reconsideration  in  United  Deletion  of 
Route  34  Points,  Docket  11614.  The 
scope  of  the  proceeding  herein  is  in¬ 
fluenced  by  the  finality  of  the  issues 
decided  in  that  case.  Consequently,  we 
are  making  the  instant  order  effective 
after  that  order  shall  have  become  final. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered, 

1.  That  an  Investigation  to  be  known 
as  the  Allegheny  Airlines  Route  97  In¬ 
vestigation  be,  and  it  hereby  is,  insti¬ 
tuted  in  Docket  17436  pursuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  401(g)  of  the  Act  to  determine 
whether  the  public  convenience  and  ne¬ 
cessity  require  the  alteration,  amend¬ 
ment,  or  modification  of  the  certificate 
of  public  convenience  and  necessity  of: 

A.  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.  (1)  To  add 
the  po}nt  Allen town-Bethlehem-Eas ton 
to  such  segments  as  would  be  necessary 
to  permit  single-plane  service  from  such 
point  to  Cleveland,  Detroit,  Buffalo,  and 
Boston; 

(2)  To  remove  as  much  of  condition 
5(b)  as  prohibits  nonstop  service  be¬ 
tween  Pittsburgh,  on  the  one  hand,  and 
Buffalo,  Baltimore,  and  Hartford- 
Springfleld,  on  the  other; 

(3)  To  revise  condition  4  so  as  to 
authorize  two-stop  service  between  De¬ 
troit  and  New  York/Newark  and  one- 
stop  service  between  Detroit  and 
Phlladelphla-Camden;  Detroit  and 
Washington;  Detroit  and  Baltimore: 
Cleveland  and  Philadelphia-Camden : 
Cleveland  and  Baltimore;  and  Cleveland 
and  Washington; 

(4)  To  add  Jamestown,  Bradford, 
and/or  Oil  City /Franklin  as  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  on  an  Allegheny  segment 
other  than  segment  4 ; 

(5)  To  delete  any  or  all  of  the  inter¬ 
mediate  points  on  segment  4  if  such 
point  or  points  are  certificated  in  this 
case  for  service  on  the  system  of  another 
carrier,  or  on  another  Allegheny  seg¬ 
ment; 

(6)  To  consider  the  realignment  of 
segments  1,  3,  4,  5,  6,  and  7  in  such  man¬ 
ner  as  to  permit  Increased  flexibility  in 
flight  scheduling  and  greater  operational 
efficiency  and  economy; 

(7)  To  include  permanent  flagstop 
authority  of  the  same  type  now  tem¬ 
porarily  authorized  for  Allegheny  by 
Order  E-9836,  effective  February  10, 
1956. 

B.  Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc.  (1)  To 
add  the  point  Oil  City-Franklin,  Pa.,  to 
segment  11  of  Route  88; 

C.  Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc.  (1)  To  add 
the  points  Bradford,  Pa.,  and  Jamestown, 
N.Y.,  to  segment  8  of  Route  94 ; 

(2)  To  remove  so  much  of  condition 
4(b)  as  prohibits  nonstop  service  between 
Pittsburgh,  on  the  one  hand,  and  Spring- 
field -Westfield,  on  the  other; 

D.  Trans  World  Airlines,  Inc.  (1)  To 
Impose  a  long-haul  restriction  on  flights 
serving  Harrisburg,  Pa.; 


E.  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.  (1)  To  im¬ 
pose  a  long-haul  restriction  on  flights  op¬ 
erated  between  Pittsburgh  and  Buffalo; 

2.  That  there  be,  and  they  hereby  are, 
consolidated  for  he&ring  and  decision 
herewith  Docket  12847;  so  much  of 
Docket  14865  as  requests  nonstop  author¬ 
ity  between  Pittsburgh  and  Buffalo;  and 
Dockets  14990  and  15239; 

3.  That  the  remainder  of  Docket  14865 
be  and  it  hereby  is  dismissed  without 
prejudice; 

4.  That  the  issues  in  this  case  shall 
include  consideration  of  whether  any 
new  or  modified  authority  granted  to 
local  service  carriers  herein  will  be 
granted  with  or  without*  s  u  b  s  i  d  y 
eligibility; 

5.  That  a  copy  of  this  order  shall  be 
served  upon  Allegheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  Mo¬ 
hawk  Airlines,  Inc.,  Trans  World  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  United  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  and 
Lake  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  all  of  whom 
shall  be  made  parties  to  this  proceeding; 

6.  That  a  copy  of  this  order  shall  also 
be  served  upon  Northeast  Airlines,  Inc., 
North  Central  Airlines,  Inc.,  all  cities  au¬ 
thorized  to  receive  air  service  from  Al¬ 
legheny  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  the  Aero¬ 
nautics  Commissions  or  Department  of 
each  State  served  by  Allegheny  Airlines, 
Inc.,  and 

7.  This  order  shall  become  effective  70 
days  after  service  or  at  such  other  date  as 
the  Board  may  by  order  prescribe. 

8.  That  petitions  for  reconsideration 
and  motions  for  consolidation  or  expan¬ 
sion  of  the  scope  of  this  proceeding  shall 
be  filed  within  15  days  after  this  order 
shall  have  become  effective. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7112;  Filed,  June  28,  1966;* 
8:48  a.m.] 

[Docket  17106] 

JAPAN  AIR  LINES  COMPANY,  LTD. 

Notice  of  Oral  Argument 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an  oral 
argument  on  the  above-entitled  applica¬ 
tion  is  assigned  to  be  held  on  July  13, 
1966,  at  10  a.m.,  e.d.s.t.,  In  Room  1027, 
Universal  Building,  Connecticut  Avenue 
and  Florida  Avenue  NW„  Washington, 
D.C.,  before  the  Board. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  June  23, 
1966. 

[seal]  Francis  W.  Brown, 

Chief  Examiner. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7113;  FUed,  June  28.  1966; 
8:48  a.m.] 

|  Docket  17437;  Order  No.  E-23849] 

NORTHEAST  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Proposed  Jet  Fares;  Order  of 
Investigation  and  Suspension 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board 
at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  the 
23d  day  of  June  1966. 


On  May  24,  1966,  Northeast  Airlines, 
Inc.  (Northeast),  filed  tariff  revisions,' 
which  are  marked  to  become  effective 
June  24,  1966,  proposing  to  establish  (1) 
fares  designated  as  jet  first-class  and 
Jet  deluxe  first-class  between  Bangor,  on 
the  one  hand,  and  Boston  and  New  York, 
on  the  other,  and  (2)  a  seating  configu¬ 
ration  for  its  leased  CV-880  Jet  aircraft 
to  provide  the  proposed  jet  service.  The 
proposed  jet  fares  are  as  follows: 


Deluxe 

first-class 

First -class 

$22. 25 

$20. 25 
34. 60 

38.60 

The  proposed  seating  configuration 
provides  for  four  seats  abreast  and  five 
seats  abreast  for  deluxe  first-class  and 
regular  first-class  service,  respectively, 
at  a  uniform  seat  pitch  of  38  Inches. 
Lounge  seats  are  provided  for  the  deluxe 
first-class  service  but  not  for  the  first- 
class  service.  The  proposed  tariffs  do 
not  bear  an  expiration  date.  No  com¬ 
plaints  have  been  filed. 

In  support  of  its  proposal,  the  carrier 
states  that  the  revisions  are  issued  for 
the  purpose  of  adding  fares  for  new  jet 
service  between  Bangor  and  Boston,  or 
New  York;  that  it  plans  to  inaugurate 
jet  service  to  these  cities  on  June  24, 
1966,  with  flights  between  Bangor-New 
York,  Bangor-Boston,  Bangor-Philadel- 
phia,  and  Bangor-Miami ;  and  that  this 
service  will  be  the  start  of  its  plans  to 
bring  the  jet  age  to  Northern  New  Eng¬ 
land  as  well  as  continue  Northeast’s  im¬ 
provement  of  New  England  service. 
Further,  the  carrier  states  that  at  pres¬ 
ent,  the  service  is  only  planned  for  week¬ 
ends;  and  that  as  new  equipment  be¬ 
comes  available,  it  plans  to'  expand  the 
jet  service  to  this  area.  Finally,  North¬ 
east  contends  that  its  New  England  serv¬ 
ice  will  ultimately  be  provided  with  DC-9 
aircraft  but  will  inaugurate  service  with 
Convair  880  Jet  aircraft  in  order  to  af¬ 
ford  the  New  England  residents,  as  well 
as  the  tourists,  the  most  attractive  serv¬ 
ice  as  soon  as  possible. 

The  Jet  fares  proposed  for  the  deluxe 
first-class  service  are  $3.05  and  $6.10  in 
excess  of  the  present  first-class  piston 
fares  applicable  to  Boston  and  New  York, 
respectively.  These  amounts  are  con¬ 
siderably  in  excess  of  the  surcharges 
heretofore  permitted  for  Jet  service. 
While  the  service  to  be  provided  with 
four-abreast  seating  has  been  designated 
as  deluxe  first-class  service  by  the  car¬ 
rier,  no  information  has  been  submitted 
which  would  support  considering  this 
service  on  any  different  basis  than  a 
first-class  service.  Accordingly,  we  con¬ 
clude  that  there  is  no  basis  for  the  car¬ 
rier  increasing  its  fares  for  its  service 
with  four-abreast  seating  in  excess  of 
the  normal  surcharge  which  the  Board 


1  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishers. 
Ino.,  agent,  CAB.  Nos.  44  and  65,  bearing 
a  filing  date  of  May  24,  1966. 
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has  heretofore  permitted  for  first-class 
jet  service.* 

The  service  designated  as  “first-class” 
would  be  provided  with  flve-abreast  seat¬ 
ing  and  there  appears  to  be  nothing  to 
distinguish  this  service  from  what  is 
usually  designated  as  coach  service.  In 
fact,  the  carrier  utilizes  this  aircraft  in 
other  markets  in  this  configuration  in 
services  designated  as  first-class  and 
coach.*  The  proposed  fares  for  the 
“first-class”  service  appear  excessive  for 
the  services  proposed,  and  would  equal 
what  could  be  considered  as  acceptable 
for  a  service  with  four-abreast  seating 
configuration.  We  cannot  accept,  there¬ 
fore,  without  investigation,  the  proposed 
fares  for  the  service  designated  as  first- 
class.  The  fares  for  such  a  service 
should  bear  the  same  relationship  to  the 
higher  quality  service  as  jet  coach  fares 
generally  bear  to  jet  first-class  fares. 

Upon  consideration  of  all  relevant 
facts  and  other  matters  of  record,  the 
Board  finds  that  the  proposed  deluxe 
first-class  and  first-class  jet  fares  may 
be  unjust  or  unreasonable,  or  unjustly 
discriminatory,  or  unduly  preferential,  or 
unduly  prejudicial,  and  that  such  fares 
should  be  suspended  and  investigated. 
The  Board  would  be  willing  to  consider 
more  reasonable  jet  first-class  and  coach 
.  fares  between  Bangor  and  other  points 
on  Northeast’s  routes,  however,  if  such  a 
proposal  were  based  upon  the  normal 
surcharge  formula  used  by  the  domestic 
trunkline  carriers  and  supported  by  an 
adequate  statement  of  justification. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a)  and  1002  thereof, 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to 
determine  whether  the  fares  and  provi¬ 
sions  described  in  Appendix  A*  attached 
hereto,  and  rules,  regulations,  and  prac¬ 
tices  affecting  such  fares  and  provisions, 
are  or  will  be  unjust  or  unreasonable, 
unjustly  discriminatory,  unduly  prefer¬ 
ential,  unduly  prejudicial,  or  otherwise 
unlawful,  and  If  found  to  be  unlawful,  to 
determine  and  prescribe  the  lawful  fares 
and  provisions,  and  rules,  regulations,  or 
practices  affecting  such  fares  and  pro¬ 
visions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Board,  the  fares  and  provisions  described 
in  Appendix  A  hereto  are  suspended  and 


'The  surcharges  of  $1.06  and  $2.10  for 
Boston  and  New  York  applicable  to  the  serv¬ 
ice  with  flve-abreast  seating  would  appear  as 
acceptable  surcharges  for  the  service  with 
four  seats  abreast. 

'  The  Board  believes  that  the  terms  "deluxe 
first-class’*  bears  a  connotation  of  a  service 
of  a  significantly  higher  quality  than  "first- 
class,”  similar  to  the  term  "first-class"  de¬ 
noting  a  higher  quality  of  service  than  coach. 
As  Indicated,  the  carrier  has  given  no  basis 
for  concluding  that  the  services  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  with  four-  and  flve-abreast  seating 
configurations  are  of  a  higher  quality  than 
the  first-class  and  coach  service  which  the 
carrier  Is  providing  with  this  aircraft  In  other 
markets.  Absent  a  showing  of  a  basis  for 
using  these  descriptions  applicable  to  higher 
grade  service  the  Board  considers  that  such 
proposed  designations  are  not  warranted. 

*  Filed  as  part  of  the  original  document. 


their  use  deferred  to  and  including  Sep¬ 
tember  21, 1966,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Board,  and  that  no  changes  be 
made  therein  during  the  period  of  sus¬ 
pension  except  by  order  or  special  per¬ 
mission  of  the  Board; 

3.  The  proceeding  ordered  herein  be 
assigned  for  hearing  before  an  Examiner 
of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place  here¬ 
after  to  be  designated;  and 

4.  Copies  of  this  older  shall  be  filed 
with  the  tariffs  and  shall  be  served  upon 
Northeast  Airlines,  Inc.,  who  is  hereby 
made  a  party  to  this  proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board.* 

[seal]  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7114;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:48  un.| 


[Dockets  17316, 17346;  Order  No.  E-23858[ 

SOUTHEAST  AIRLINES,  INC.,  AND 
AMERICAN  AIR  TAXI,  INC. 

Establishment  of  Nonpriority  Mail 
Rates;  Order  To  Show  Cause 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  Its  office  In  Washington,  D.C., 
on  the  24th  day  of  June  1966, 

By  petitions  filed  May  11  and  May  20, 
1966,  Southeast  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  Amer¬ 
ican  Air  Taxi.  Inc.,  respectively,  re¬ 
quested  the  Board  to  establish  final 
service  mall  rates  for  the  transportation 
of  nonpriority  mail  by  aircraft  between 
(1)  Key  West  and  Miami  and  (2)  Mara¬ 
thon  and  Key  West,  and  Marathon  and 
Miami.  For  these  services  both  peti¬ 
tioners  requested  the  Board  to  establish 
the  same  rates  as  were  established  in  the 
Nonprlorlty  Mall  Rate  Case*  for  the 
transportation  of  nonprlorlty  mail  be¬ 
tween  points  within  the  48  contiguous 
States. 

Subject  to  the  provisions  of  Part  298 
the  petitioners  are  authorized  to  engage 
In  air  transportation,  Including  the  car¬ 
riage  of  mall,  at  service  rates  established 
by  the  Board.  By  Order  E-23031,  De¬ 
cember  23,  1965,  service  rates  at  the 
domestic  multielement  level  were  estab¬ 
lished  for  the  transportation  of  mall  by 
air  between  Miami  and  Key  West,*  be¬ 
tween  Marathon  and  Miami,  and  between 
Marathon  and  Key  West.  The  Post 
Office  Department  has  indicated  cm  In¬ 
terest  In  extending  its  use  of  the  services 
of  both  petitioners  to  include  the  air 
transportation  of  nonpriority  mall  and 
filed  answers  supporting  the  establish- 


■  Dissenting  statement  of  Members  G1U11- 
l&nd  and  Adams  dissenting  filed  as  part  of 
original  document. 

1 34  CAJ.  143,  1961. 

'Order  B-22901,  Nov.  18.  1966,  authorized 
Southeast  and  American  to  engage  In  trans¬ 
portation  of  mall  by  air  between  Key  West 
and  Miami.  The  certificated  rpute  carrier 
(National)  serving  this  market  did  not  pro¬ 
vide  sufficient  flights  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Post  Office  Department  and 
raised  no  objection  to  the  additional  service 
to  he  provided  by  Southeast  and  American 
Air  Taxi. 


ment  of  a  final  nonprlorlty  mail  rate  on 
these  routes  for  both  petitioners. 

Since  there  Is  not  presently  a  non¬ 
prlorlty  mall  rate  In  effect  for  these  car¬ 
riers,  the  Board  has  decided  to  fix  and 
determine  the  fair  and  reasonable  rates 
of  compensation  to  be  paid  to  Southeast 
and  American  by  the  Postmaster  General 
for  the  air  transportation  of  nonpriority 
mail  The  rates  being  fixed  herein  are 
nonpriority  mail  rates  which  are  cur¬ 
rently  In  effect  for  similar  services  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  certificated  route  carriers. 
These  rates  are  considered  fair  and 
reasonable  by  the  carriers  and  by  the 
Post  Office  Department,  and  their  estab¬ 
lishment  and  use  will  improve  the  postal 
service  between  these  points  and  assist 
the  carriers  in  providing  better  service 
to  the  public.  The  mall  transportation 
services  provided  by  petitioners  are  au¬ 
thorized  pursuant  to,  and  in  accordance 
with,  the  provisions  of  Part  298  of  the 
Board’s  economic  regulations  under 
which  air  taxi  operators  may  engage  In 
air  transportation,  and  are  to  be  effective 
for  these  air  taxi  operators  so  long  as 
they  have  authority  to  transport  mail 
pursuant  to  Part  298  of  the  Board’s  eco¬ 
nomic  regulations  and  Order  E-22901, 
November  18, 1965. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  petitions, 
the  answers  of  the  Post  Office  Depart¬ 
ment,  and  other  matters  officially 
notloed,  the  Board  proposes  to  issue  an 
order  to  Include  the  following  findings 
and  conclusions: 

1.  The  Board  has  established  a  service 
mail  rate  which  has  been  and  continues 
to  be  applicable  to  the  certificated  do¬ 
mestic  trunkline  and  local  service  car¬ 
riers  as  the  fair  and  reasonable  rate  of 
compensation  paid  them  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  nonprlorlty  mail  by  aircraft, 
the  facilities  used  and  useful  therefor, 
and  the  services  connected  therewith 
over  their  respective  systems;  * 

2.  A  final  service  mail  rate  for  air 
transportation  of  nonpriority  mail  at  the 
same  level  as  that  established  for  the 
certificated  domestic  trunkline  and  local 
service  carriers  is  fair  and  reasonable 
for  American  Air  Taxi,  Inc.,  and  South¬ 
east  Airlines,  Inc.,  to  the  extent  they 
sire  authorized  to  engage  in  air  trans¬ 
portation  as  air  taxi  operators  in  con¬ 
formity  with  the  provisions  of  Part  298 
of  the  Board’s  Economic  Regulations; 

3.  The  fair  and  reasonable  final  service 
mail  rates  to  be  paid  to  Southeast  Air¬ 
lines,  Inc.,  and  American  Air  Taxi,  Inc., 
pursuant  to  section  406  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958  for  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  nonprlorlty  mail  by  aircraft,  the 
facilities  used  and  useful  therfor,  and 
the  services  connected  therwith  between 
(1)  Miami  and  Key  West,  Fla.,  and  <2> 
between  Key  West  and  Marathon  and 
Miami  and  Marathon,  Fla.,  are  the 
multielement  rates  established  by  the 
Board  in  Order  E-17255,  July  31,  1961; 
and 

4.  The  aforesaid  rates  of  compensation 
shall  be  service  mail  rates  paid  in  their 
entirety  by  the  Postmaster  General. 


'Nonprlorlty  Mill  Rate  Case,  Order  E- 
17265,  July  81.  1961. 
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Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204(a)  and  406  thereof,  and 
pursuant  to  regulations  promulgated  in 
14  CFR  Part  302, 

It  is  ordered,  That: 

1.  All  interested  persons,  and  particu¬ 
larly  Southeast’  Airlines,  Inc.,  American 
Air  Taxi,  Inc.,  National  Airlines,  Inc., 
and  the  Postmaster  General,  are  directed 
to  show  cause  why  the  Board  should  not 
adopt  the  aforegoing  proposed  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  fix,  determine  and 
publish  the  fined  service  rates  specified 
above  as  the  fair  and  reasonable  rates  of 
compensation  to  be  paid  to  Southeast 
Airlines,  Inc.,  and  American  Air  Taxi, 
Inc.,  as  air  taxi  operators  engaging  in 
air  transportation  pursuant  to  Part  298 
of  the  Board's  economic  regulations  for 
the  transportation  of  nonpriority  mail 
by  aircraft,  the  facilities  used  and  useful 
therefor,  and  the  services  connected 
therewith; 

2.  Further  procedures  herein  shall  be 
in  accordance  with  14  CFR  Part  302,  and 
if  there  is  any  objection  to  the  rates  or 
to  the  other  findings  and  conclusions 
proposed  herein,  notice  thereof  shall  be 
filed  within  10  days,  and  if  notice  is  filed, 
written  answer  and  supporting  docu¬ 
ments  shall  be  filed  within  30  days,  after 
the  date  of  service  of  this  order; 

3.  If  notice  of  objection  is  not  filed 
within  10  days,  or  if  notice  is  filed  and 
answer  is  not  filed  within  30  days,  after 
service  of  this  order,  all  persons  shall 
be  deemed  to  have  waived  the  right  to 
a  hearing  and  all  other  procedural  steps 
short  of  a  final  decision  by  the  Board, 
and  the  Board  may  enter  an  order  incor¬ 
porating  the  findings  and  conclusions 
proposed  herein  and  fixing  and  deter¬ 
mining  the  final  rates  specified  herein; 

4.  If  answer  is  filed,  the  issues  in¬ 
volved  in  determining  the  fair  and  rea¬ 
sonable  final  rates  shall  be  limited  to 
those  specifically  raised  by  the  answer, 
except  insofar  as  other  issues  are  raised 
in  accordance  with  Rule  307  of  the  rules 
of  practice  (14  CFR  302.307);  and 

5.  This  order  be  served  upon  South¬ 
east  Airlines,  Inc.,  American  Air  Taxi, 
Inc.,  National  Airlines,  Inc.,  and  the  Post¬ 
master  General. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal)  Harold  R.  Sanderson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7115:  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:48  am.] 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

[Docket  Noe.  16476-16478:  FCC  66-550] 

ARTHUR  A.  CIRILLI,  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Amending  Designation  Order 

In  re  applications  of  Arthur  A.  Cirilli, 
trustee  in  bankruptcy  (WIGL) ,  Superior, 


Wis.,  Docket  No.  16476,  File  No.  BR- 
4080,  for  renewal  of  license  of  Station 
WIGL;  Quality  Radio,  Inc.  (WAKX), 
Superior,  Wis.,  Docket  No.  16477,  File 
No.  BP-16497,  for  construction  permit; 
Arthur  A.  Cirilli,  trustee  in  bankruptcy 
(Assignor),  and  D.  L.  K.  Broadcasting 
Co.,  Inc.  (Assignee),  Docket  No.  16478, 
File  No.  BAL-5627,  BALRE-1336,  for  as¬ 
signment  of  license  of  Station  WIGL. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration:  (a)  A  petition,  filed  March 
30, 1966,  by  Quality  Radio,  Inc.  (Quality) , 
requesting  partial  reconsideration  of  our 
designation  order  (FCC  66-183,  released 
March  1,  1966) ;  (b)  an  opposition,  filed 
April  13,  1966,  by  the  Broadcast  Bureau; 
and  (c)  a  reply,  filed  April  20,  1966,  by 
Quality. 

2.  As  set  forth  in  our  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order,  2  FCC  2d  692,  re¬ 
leased  March  1,  1966,  designating  the 
above -captioned  applications  for  hear¬ 
ing,  the  application  of  Quality  for  a  con¬ 
struction  permit  will  be  considered  com¬ 
paratively  with  that  of  D.  L.  K.  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.  (DLK),  for  assignment 
of  license  of  Station  WIGL. 

3.  Quality  seeks  reconsideration  of  our 
designation  order  to  the  extent  that,  in 
the  event  Quality  receives  a  grant,  its 
construction  permit  would  include  a  con¬ 
dition  precluding  presunrise  operation 
pending  final  action  in  a  rule-making 
proceeding.  Docket  No.  14419.  Quality 
contends  that  the  presunrise  condition 
should  be  deleted,  because  no  such  con¬ 
dition  is  to  be  imposed  upon  DLK  in  the 
event  of  a  grant  of  DLK’s  application. 
We  agree  that  under  the  peculiar  cir¬ 
cumstances  of  this  comparative  case, 
basic  fairness  warrants  our  placing  both 
applicants  on  equal  footings  with  re¬ 
spect  to  prospective  presunrise  opera¬ 
tion.  We  are,  therefore,  deleting  from 
the  order  of  designation  the  presunrise 
condition  specified  therein  as  to  Quality. 

4.  Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  This  22d 
day  of  June  1966,  that  the  petition  for 
partial  reconsideration,  filed  on  March 
30,  1966,  by  Quality  Radio,  Inc.  is 
granted,  and  that  the  presunrise  con¬ 
dition  contained  in  our  Memorandum 
Opinion  and  Order,  2  FCC  2d  692,  re¬ 
leased  March  1,  1966,  is  deleted. 

Released:  June  23,  1966, 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7125:  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 
8:49  am.] 

[Docket  No.  16258;  FCC  66M-893] 

AMERICAN  TELEPHONE  &  TELEGRAPH 
CO.,  ET  AL. 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 

In  the  matter  of  American  Telephone 
b  Telegraph  Co.,  and  the  Associated  Bell 
System  Cos.,  Docket  No.  16258;  charges 
for  interstate  and  foreign  communica¬ 
tion  service. 

1.  On  June  16,  1966,  Edward  Lamb 
Enterprises,  Inc.  and  CATV,  Inc.,  filed 
a  document  in  this  proceeding  entitled 


"Comments  of  Edward  Lamb  Enter¬ 
prises,  Inc.  and  CATV,  Inc.  as  Parties 
Desiring  to  be  Heard  in  the  Above-Desig¬ 
nated  Matter.”  The  document  recites 
certain  transactions  allegedly  had  by, 
and  between,  Edward  Lamb  Enterprises, 
Inc.  and  CATV,  Inc.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and  the  Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Co.,  on  the 
other  hand,  and  asserts,  in  substance, 
that  the  Ohio  Bell  Telephone  Co.  has 
breached  certain  contracts  or  agree¬ 
ments  it  had  with  these  entities  and  that 
it  has  discriminated  against  them.  In 
this  connection  the  "commenting 
parties”  request  that  they  be  permitted 
to  attend  and  give  evidence  in  the  hear¬ 
ings  in  this  proceeding. 

2.  The  subject  document  makes  no 
specific  reference  to  any  section  of  the 
Communications  Act,  or  to  any  provision 
of  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regula¬ 
tions,  and  it  does  not  clearly  reflect  what 
its  procedural  basis  may  be.1 

3.  If  the  filing  entities  intend  that  this 
document  be  a  request  for  leave  to  in¬ 
tervene  in  this  proceeding,  such  request 
is  deficient  for  its  failure  to  comply  with 
the  requirements  of  9  1.223  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules.  It  has  not  been  timely 
filed;  no  good  cause  has  been  shown  for 
its  late  filing;  and  it  fails  utterly  to  in¬ 
form  the  Commission  as  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  proposed  presentation  will 
assist  the  Commission  in  the  resolution 
of  the  issues  in  this  proceeding.  Indeed, 
on  its  face,  it  is  apparent  that  the  matters 
on  which  a  showing  is  proposed  have  no 
relation  to  the  issues  in  this  proceeding 
and  are  not  relevant,  material,  or  com¬ 
petent  with  respect  thereto. 

4.  If  the  document  is  designed  to  be  a 
notification  of  a  desire  by  nonparties  to 
participate  in  this  proceeding,  pursuant 
to  the  provisions  of  9  1.225  of  our  rules,  it 
is  deficient  for  the  reason  last  above 
stated,  l.e.,  the  matters  therein  related 
are  not  relevant,  material,  or  competent 
to  any  issue  in  this  proceeding. 

5.  Finally,  if  it  is  intended  that  the 
subject  document  be  accorded  the  status 
of  a  formal  or  informal  complaint  under 
the  provisions  of  section  208  of  the  Com¬ 
munications  Act,  and  our  9  1.711,  et  seq., 
it  is  defective  in  that  it  is  incorrectly  cap¬ 
tioned  in  the  Instant  proceeding  and  it 
does  not,  in  other  respects,  comply  with 
the  foregoing  cited  applicable  rules.’ 

6.  Accordingly,  for  the  reasons  stated 
above:  It  is  ordered,  This  22d  day  of  June 


‘The  certificate  of  service  accompanying 
the  document  Indicates  that  it  has  been 
served  upon  the  Secretary  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  the  (Milo  Bell  Telephone  Co.  and  the 
American  Telephone  &  Telegraph  Co.  Such 
service  does  not  comport  with  the  require¬ 
ments  of  the  Commission's  rules,  or  the  prac¬ 
tices  pertaining  in  this  proceeding,  and 
such  service  is  Inadequate  and  deficient  be¬ 
cause  of  failure  to  serve  all  of  the  parties 
to  this  proceeding.  However,  in  view  of  the 
disposition  hereinafter  made  of  this  docu¬ 
ment,  there  is  no  need  to  labor  this  point 
further. 

*  In  adverting  to  the  possibility  that  this 
document  may  be  Intended  to  be  a  complaint, 
we  are  not  ruUng  or  suggesting,  at  this  time, 
that  such  complaint  would  properly  lie  before 
this  Commission.  That  determination  would 
be  made  only  upon  consideration  of  the 
substance  of  any  complaint  properly  filed. 
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1966,  that  the  document  entitled  “Com¬ 
ments  of  Edward  Lamb  Enterprises,  Inc. 
and  CATV,  Inc.  as  Parties  Desiring  To  Be 
Heard  In  the  Above-Designated  Matter" 
is  stricken  from  the  docket  In  this 
proceeding. 

Released:  June  23, 1966. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7126;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 
8:49  am.] 


[Docket  No.  16722;  FCC  66-5691 

BLACK  HAWK  BROADCASTING  CO. 
(KWWL-TV) 

Memorandum  Opinion  and  Order 
Designating  Application  for  Hear¬ 
ing  on  Stated  Issues 

In  re  application  of  Black  Hawk 
Broadcasting  Co.  (KWWL-TV),  Water¬ 
loo,  Iowa,  Docket  No.  16722,  File  No. 
BPCT-3606;  for  construction  permit. 

1.  The  Commission  has  before  it  for 
consideration  the  above-captioned  ap¬ 
plication  of  Black  Hawk  Broadcasting 
Co.  for  a  construction  permit  to  make 
changes  in  the  facilities  of  Television 
Broadcast  Station  KWWL-TV,  Channel 
7,  Waterloo,  Iowa;  a  petition  to  deny, 
filed  by  WMT-TV,  Inc.,  licensee  of  Tele¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Station  WMT-TV, 
Channel  2,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa;  Informal 
objections,  filed  pursuant  to  S  1.587  of  the 
Commission’s  rules  by  The  Association 
of  Maximum  Service  Telecasters,  Inc. 
(AMST) ,  and  various  related  pleadings.' 

2.  The  applicant  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  Station  KWWL-TV  with  effective 
radiated  visual  power  of  316  kw  and  an¬ 
tenna  height  above  average  terrain  of 
1,130  feet  from  a  site  approximately  7 
miles  southwest  of  Independence,  Iowa 
(approximately  17  miles  from  Waterloo, 
Iowa,  and  35  miles  from  Cedar  Rapids) 
using  an  omnidirectional  antenna.  The 
present  site  is  172  miles  from  cochannel 
Station  KHQA-TV,  Hannibal,  Mo.,  a 
minimum  separation  of  170  miles  being 
required  under  our  rules.’  The  appli¬ 
cant  requests  a  construction  permit  to 
reduce  effective  radiated  visual  power  to 
83.1  kw  (average  horlzonal;  121  kw  maxi¬ 
mum),  Increased  antenna  height  above 
average  terrain  to  2,075  feet,  change 
transmitter  site  to  a  point  10.5  miles 


1  The  pleadings  died  In  this  proceeding  are 
listed  below.  On  Dec.  15,  1965,  the  appli¬ 
cant  filed  a  “Motion  for  Leave  to  File  Addi¬ 
tional  Pleading”  (listed  as  (J)  below  and  filed 
a  pleading  in  connection  therewith.  This 
motion  will  be  denied  and  the  associated 
pleading  will  be  dismissed  as  having  been 
filed  In  violation  of  |  1.46  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules.  Springfield  Telecasting  Oo., 
FOC  64-387  released  May  4.  1964;  FCC  64  R- 
471,  3  RR  2d  727.  Pleadings  filed  In  connec¬ 
tion  therewith  will  be  dismissed  as  moot. 

*  Station  KHQA-TV  is  In  Zone  I;  Station 
KWWL-TV  Is  In  Zone  n.  Section  73.610(b) 
(2)  of  the  rules  provides  that.  In  such  cases, 
the  minimum  ooch&nnel  mileage  separation 
shall  be  that  of  the  zone  requiring  the  lower 
separation.  Zone  I  Is  the  zone  having  the 
lower  separation. 


southeasterly  toward  Cedar  Rapids, 
Iowa,  about  midway  between  Cedar  Rap¬ 
ids  and  Waterloo  (approximately  26 
miles  from  the  center  of  each  city) ,  near 
the  present  site  of  the  Station  WMT-TV 
tower,  dlrectionalize  the  antenna  with  a 
null  toward  Station  KHQA-TV,  and 
make  other  changes.  Operating  as  pro¬ 
posed,  Station  KWWL-TV  would  be  164 
miles  from  Station  KHQA-TV  and  there 
would,  therefore,  be  a  mileage  shortage 
of  approximately  6  miles.  The  appli¬ 
cant,  by  petition  filed  July  26.  1965,  has 
requested  a  waiver  of  8  73.610  of  the  rules 
to  permit  operation  at  substandard 
spacing.’ 

3.  Applicant  contends  that  its  move  to 
a  short-spaced  site  is  necessitated  by  a 
number  of  factors  beyond  its  control. 
It  is  alleged  that,  because  of  terrain  fea¬ 
tures,  it  is  not  competitive  with  the  Cedar 
Rapids  stations  and  in  order  to  be  com¬ 
petitive,  it  must  deliver  both  Waterloo 
and  Cedar  Rapids.  The  applicant  al¬ 
leges  that  it  is  unable  to  increase  tower 
height  at  its  present  location  because  a 
proposal  to  increase  tower  height  at  its 
present  site  was  rejected  by  the  Federal 
Aviation  Agency  in  1960.  The  applicant 
proposes  to  afford  "equivalent  protec¬ 
tion”  to  cochannel  Station  KHQA-TV  by 
directionalizing  the  antenna.  The  ap¬ 
plicant  also  points  out  that  because  it 
proposes  to  move  close  to  the  Station 
WMT-TV  tower,  a  grant  of  its  proposal 
would  promote  the  “antenna  farm”  con¬ 
cept.  For  these  reasons,  the  applicant 
contends  that  a  waiver  of  the  separation 
requirements  is  warranted. 

4.  Station  KWWL-TV  presently  pro¬ 
vides  predicted  principal  city  signals  to 
both  Waterloo  and  Cedar  Rapids.  Oper¬ 
ating  as  proposed,  the  signal  strength 
in  Cedar  Rapids  would  be  Increased  (but 
to  a  level  slightly  above  that  provided 
by  Station  WMT-TV  and  substantially 
below  that  provided  by  Station  KCRG- 
TV,  Channel  9,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa) ,  but 
signal  strength  in  Waterloo  would  be 
decreased.  The  applicant  would,  never¬ 
theless,  continue  to  provide  a  signal 
strength  of  at  least  88.5  dbu  to  all  of 
Waterloo.4  There  would  be  an  area  con¬ 
taining  156,461  persons  who  would  re¬ 
ceive  applicant’s  predicted  Grade  B  sig¬ 
nal  for  the  first  time,  but  7,096  persons 
would  lose  a  predicted  Grade  B  signal 
now  being  received  from  Station  KWWL- 
TV.  Everyone  in  the  loss  area  would 
continue  to  receive  at  least  two  other 
predicted  Grade  B  signals.  In  the  gain 
area,  321  persons  would  be  included 
within  a  second  predicted  Grade  B  con¬ 
tour  for  the  first  time  and  16,435  per¬ 
sons  would  be  Included  within  a  third 
predicted  Grade  B  contour.  The  re¬ 
maining  140,000  persons  in  the  gain  area 
already  are  included  within  at  least  three 
predicted  Grade  B  contours. 


'Applicant  la  also  the  licensee  of  Tele¬ 
vision  Broadcast  Station  KMMT,  Channel  6. 
Austin,  Minn.  Overlap  of  the  predicted 
Grade  B  contours  of  these  commonly-owned 
stations  presently  exists,  but  the  proposed 
operation  would  not  Increase  the  existing 
overlap. 

'Section  73.685(a)  of  the  rules  requires  a 
minimum  field  Intensity  signal  of  77  dbu 
over  the  entire  principal  community. 


5.  Petitioner  claims  standing  in  this 
proceeding  as  a  “party  in  interest” 
within  the  meaning  of  section  309(d)  of 
the  Communications  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended,  on  the  basis  that  it  competes 
for  viewers  and  advertising  revenues  with 
the  applicant  in  Waterloo  and  Cedar 
Rapids,  Iowa,  and  that  a  grant  of  the 
application  would  cause  petitioner  eco¬ 
nomic  injury.  We  find  that  the  peti¬ 
tioner  has  standing.  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission  v.  Sanders  Bros. 
Radio  Station,  309  UB.  470,  60  S.  Ct. 
639,  9  RR  2008.  AMST  does  not  claim 
standing  as  a  “party  in  interest,”  but 
rather  as  an  informal  objector,  and  its 
pleadings  will  be  considered  on  this  basis. 

6.  Petitioner  and  the  objector  dispute 
the  validity  of  the  reasons  given  by  the 
applicant  as  requiring  it  to  relocate  at 
a  short-spaced  site.  It  is  contended  that 
no  showing  has  been  made  that  an  in¬ 
crease  in  tower  height  at  the  present  site 
is  not  possible  ’  and  that  the  applicant's 
conclusion  that  it  is  not  competitive  with 
the  Cedar  Rapids  stations  because  of 
terrain  factors  is  unsupported  by  the 
facts.  It  is  also  alleged  that  the  ap¬ 
plicant  has  not  .shown  that  it  cannot 
operate  from  some  other  site  which  would 
conform  to  the  spacing  requirements  and 
still  achieve  its  objective.  There  is,  it 
is  alleged,  such  an  area  within  which 
the  applicant  could  locate  with  a  high 
tower,  meet  all  spacing  requirements,  not 
increase  existing  overlap  of  the  predicted 
Grade  B  contours  of  its  commonly  owned 
stations,  and  still  achieve  its  purposes. 
Petitioner  points  out  that  most  of  the 
gain  area  Is  already  well  served;  there 
would  be  a  loss  area;  and  there  would 
be  a  diminution  of  signal  strength  in 
Waterloo.  In  addition,  the  petitioner 
has  raised  questions  concerning  the  ef¬ 
forts,  if  any,  which  the  applicant  has 
made  to  ascertain  the  programing 
tastes,  needs  and  Interests  of  the  new 
area  to  be  served,  and  the  impact  which 
a  grant  of  the  application  would  have 
on  the  development  of  UHF  television 
broadcasting  in  the  new  area.  These 
factors,  petitioner  contends,  require  dis¬ 
missal  or  designation  of  the  application 
for  hearing. 

7.  The  applicant  contends  that  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Agency  approval  could  not 
be  obtained  in  the  alternate  area  for  a 
tower  of  the  height  which  would  be 
necessary.  The  boundaries  of  the  area 
are  in  dispute.  The  applicant,  however, 
does  not  dispute  the  existence  of  an 
alternate  area  from  which  it  could  op¬ 
erate,  if  FAA  approval  were  obtained,  and 
still  comply  with  all  of  our  rules.  The 
question  which  is  thus  presented  is 
whether  consideration  of  an  alternative 
is  warranted  under  these  circumstances. 

8.  In  WKYR,  Inc.  (WKYR) ,  FCC  63- 
893,  1  RR  2d  314,  affirmed  sub  nom  Al¬ 
legany  County  Broadcasting  Corp.  et  al. 
v.  Federal  Communications  Commission, 

- U.S.  App.  D.C. - .  348  F.  2d  788, 

5  RR  2d  2067,  we  said  that : 


•  Petitioner  contend*  that  that  determina¬ 
tion  vu  not  a  final  one  and  that  conditions 
since  1960  may  have  changed  substantially. 
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The  Commission's  consistent  policy  has 
been,  however,  that  an  application  which  Is 
otherwise  In  the  public  Interest,  and  meets 
the  requirements  of  the  rules,  should  be 
granted  without  regard  to  possible  superior 
proposals  which  might  have  been  advanced. 

We  then  stated.  In  a  footnote,  that: 

Where  a  particular  proposal  Is  Inherently 
deficient,  consideration  of  an  alternative  may 
be  warranted,  as  In  Beaumont  Broadcasting 
Corp.  v.  Federal  Communications  Commis¬ 
sion,  91  U.S.  App.  D.C.  Ill,  202  F  2d  306. 

Here  we  have  a  proposal  which  is  incon¬ 
sistent  with  our  separation  requirements 
and  an  alternative  has  been  suggested 
which,  it  is  alleged,  would  enable  the  ap¬ 
plicant  to  achieve  its  purposes  without 
operating  in  derogation  of  our  rules. 
Clearly,  the  proposal  before  us  is  an  “in¬ 
herently  deficient”  one  warranting  con¬ 
sideration  of  alternatives.  We  are  of 
the  view  that  the  applicant  has  made  a 
sufficient  threshold  showing  in  its  re¬ 
quest  for  waiver  to  warrant  our  desig¬ 
nating  the  application  for  hearing  rather 
than  dismissing  it.  United  States  et  al. 
v.  Storer  Broadcasting  Co.,  351  U.S.  192, 
76  S.Ct.  763, 13  RR  2161. 

9.  With  respect  to  the  applicant’s 
argument  that  its  proposal  would  pro¬ 
mote  the  "antenna  farm”  concept,  it 
should  be  noted  that  in  our  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making  in  Docket  No.  16030 
(FCC  65-458,  1  R.R.  67:1)*  we  em¬ 
phasized  our  concern  with  the  integrity 
of  the  minimum  spacing  requirements 
and  stated  that  if  a  particular  station 
could  not  locate  in  a  designated  "an¬ 
tenna  farm”  consistent  with  the  mileage 
separation  requirements,  the  establish¬ 
ment  of  that  ‘‘antenna  farm"  was  not 
to  be  Interpreted  as  an  indication  that 
the  Commission  would  condone  a  mileage 
shortage  to  enable  that  station  to  locate 
on  the  “farm".  We  will,  therefore, 
specify  an  issue  to  determine  whether 
circumstances  exist  which  would  warrant 
a  waiver  of  the  mileage  separation  rules. 

10.  Lee  Broadcasting  Corp.,  licensee 
of  Television  Broadcast  Station  KHQA- 
TV  the  cochannel  station  in  Hannibal, 
Mo.,  filed  a  “Statement"  on  October  11, 
1965,  containing  an  agreement  between 
Lee  and  the  applicant  in  which  each 
undertook  to  Install  and  maintain  pre¬ 
cision  offset  equipment.  Lee  would  not 
oppose  a  grant  of  the  application  if 
“equivalent  protection”  were  provided 
and  certain  specified  conditions  were 
met.*  Whatever  the  position  of  the  co¬ 
channel  station  with  respect  to  its  will¬ 
ingness  to  accept  “equivalent  protection”, 
it  is  the  Commission’s  responsibility  to 
determine  whether  such  a  solution  would 
be  in  the  public  interest. 

11.  Petitioner  has  also  raised  a  “Sub¬ 
urban”  question*  with  respect  to  the 
efforts,  if  any,  made  by  the  applicant  to 
ascertain  the  programing  tastes,  needs 
and  interests  of  the  proposed  gain  area. 


*  The  Commission  has  not  yet  acted  on  the 
“antenna  farm’’  proposal. 

T  AM  ST  Insists  that  the  specified  condi¬ 
tions  would  be.  in  any  event.  Inadequate  to 
assure  “equivalent  protection.” 

*  Patrick  Henry  et  al.  v.  Federal  Communi¬ 
cations  Commission,  112  US.  App.  D.C.  2S7, 
302  F  2d.  191,  23  RR  2016. 


The  applicant  responded  that  it  sub¬ 
mitted  a  comprehensive  showing,  with 
its  1964  renewal  application,  of  its  con¬ 
tinuing  efforts  to  ascertain  the  needs  and 
interests  of  its  coverage  area.  Although 
the  applicant  will  provide  a  predicted 
Grade  B  signal  to  Dubuque  (population 
56,600)  and  Muscatine,  Iowa  (popula¬ 
tion  20,997)  for  the  first  time,  there  is 
no  indication  that  it  has  made  any  effort 
to  ascertain  the  programing  tastes,  needs 
and  interests  of  these  communities.  It 
is  well  established  that  where,  as  here, 
an  applicant  proposes  to  provide  service 
to  new  areas,  the  applicant  is  required  to 
demonstrate  that  it  has  made  efforts  to 
ascertain  the  programing  tastes,  needs 
and  interests  of  those  areas.  Where 
this  has  not  been  done,  an  issue  is  war¬ 
ranted.  Wometco  Enterprises,  Inc.  v. 
Federal  Communications  Commission, 
114  U  S.  App.  D.C.  261,  314  F  2d.  266, 
24  RR  2072;  Louisiana  Television  Broad¬ 
casting  Corporation  v.  Federal  Commu¬ 
nications  Commission,  -  UB.  App. 

D.C. - ,  347  F  2d.  808,  5  RR  2d  2025. 

See  also  KTBS,  Inc.,  FCC  63-359,  25  RR 
301;  Television  Broadcasters,  Inc. 
(KBMT),  FCC  65-379,  5  RR  2d  155. 

12.  Petitioner  also  alleges  that  a  grant 
of  the  application  would  have  an  adverse 
impact  on  the  development  of  UHF  tele¬ 
vision  broadcasting  in  the  new  area  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  served.  Station  KWWL-TV 
would  include  Dubuque.  Iowa,  within  its 
predicted  Grade  B  signal  for  the  first 
time  and  its  predicted  Grade  B  contour 
would  fall  within  7  or  8  miles  of  Daven¬ 
port,  Iowa.  There  are  two  UHF  televi¬ 
sion  broadcast  channels  allocated  to  each 
of  these  communities,  but  there  are  no 
stations  authorized  to  operate  on  any  of 
them,  although  there  is  an  application 
pending  for  Channel  18  in  Davenport. 
Dubuque,  Iowa,  is  included  within  the 
predicted  Grade  B  contours  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  stations: 

KCRG-TV,  Channel  9,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 

(ABC). 

WMT-TV,  Channel  2,  Cedar  Rapids,  Iowa 

(CBS). 

WISC-TV,  Channel  3,  Madison,  Wls.  (CBS). 

Davenport,  Iowa,  is  included  within  the 
predicted  principal  city  contours  of  the 
following  stations: 

WQAD-TV,  Channel  8.  Moline,  Ill.  (ABC). 
WHBF-TV,  Channel  4,  Rock  Island,  Ill. 

(CBS). 

WOC-TV,  Channel  6,  Davenport,  Iowa  (NBC) . 

13.  At  the  present  time,  in  addition  to 
the  stations  listed  above,  whose  predicted 
principal ’city  contours  encompass  all  of 
Davenport,  the  predicted  Grade  B  con¬ 
tours  of  Stations  WMT-TV  and  KCRG- 
TV  fall  within  30  miles  of  Davenport. 
We  think  that  it  is  evident,  under  these 
circumstances,  that  the  proposed  opera¬ 
tion  would  have  little,  if  any,  effect  upon 
the  development  of  UHF  television 
broadcasting  in  the  area.  This  is  not  a 
situation  where  we  need  fear  that  the 
incursion  of  a  VHF  signal  for  the  first 
time  or  the  introduction  of  the  signals 
of  a  network-affiliated  VHF  station 
would  jeopardize  the  opportunities  for 
competition  among  a  greater  number  of 
stations.  Cf.  Selma  Television,  Inc., 


FCC  65-216,  5  RR  2d  714.  Neither  is  this 
a  situation  where  the  growth  and  devel¬ 
opment  or  continued  existence  of  an 
operating  UHF  television  station  may  be 
imperiled  (cf.  ii.il V  Television  Co. 
(KTIV) ,  FCC  64-212,  2  RR  2d  95),  or 
where  an  authorized  UHF  television  sta¬ 
tion’s  ability  to  complete  construction 
and  begin  operation  might  be  adversely 
affected  (cf.  Central  Coast  Television 
(KCOY-TV) ,  FCC  66-48,  released  Jan¬ 
uary  18, 1966 ) .  The  foregoing  facts  per¬ 
suade  us  that  an  issue  with  respect  to 
UHF  impact  would  not  be  warranted  in 
this  case. 

14.  The  applicant  points  out  the  ad¬ 
vantages  which  would  accrue  to  the 
public  interest  if  the  application  were 
granted,  e.g.,  a  new  Grade  B  service  to 
a  substantial  number  of  persons,  in¬ 
creased  signal  strength  in  Cedar  Rapids, 
promotion  of  the  "antenna  farm"  con¬ 
cept.  There  would,  however,  be  certain 
disadvantages  (exclusive  of  those  flowing 
from  operation  in  derogation  of  the  sepa¬ 
ration  requirements)  which  we  must 
weigh  against  the  gains  to  determine 
whether  the  public  Interest  would  be 
served  by  a  grant  of  the  application. 
Television  Corporation  of  Michigan,  Inc. 
v.  Federal  Communications  Commission, 
111  U.S.  App.  D.C.  101,  294  F  2d.  730,  21 
RR  2107.  For  example,  there  will  be  a 
diminution  of  signal  strength  in  Water¬ 
loo  and  there  will  be  a  loss  area.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  we  will  specify  an  issue  with 
respect  to  the  gains  and  losses. 

15.  Having  considered  all  of  the  mat¬ 
ters  raised  by  the  pleadings,  we  find  that, 
except  as  Indicated  by  the  issues  speci¬ 
fied  below,  the  applicant  is  qualified  to 
construct  and  operate  as  proposed.  The 
Commission,  however,  is  unable  to  make 
the  statutory  finding  that  a  grant  of  the 
application  would  serve  the  publio  in¬ 
terest,  convenience  and  necessity,  and  is 
of  the  opinion  that  the  application  must 
be  designated  for  hearing  on  the  issues 
set  forth  below. 

Accordingly,  it  is  ordered,  That  the 
petition  to  deny  filed  herein  hy  WMT- 
TV,  Inc.,  and  the  informal  objections 
filed  by  the  Association  of  Maximum 
Service  Telecasters,  Inc.,  are  granted  to 
the  extent  Indicated  herein  and  are 
otherwise  denied. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  motion 
for  leave  to  file  additional  pleadings, 
filed  by  Black  Hawk  Broadcasting  Co.,  is 
denied,  and  the  pleading  filed  pursuant 
thereto  is  dismissed  as  having  been  filed 
in  violation  of  $1.45  of  the  Commission's 
rules.  The  pleadings  filed  in  connection 
therewith  are  dismissed  as  moot. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  pursuant 
to  section  309(e)  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  amended,  the  above-cap¬ 
tioned  application  of  Black  Hawk  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.  is  designated  for  hearing,  at  a 
time  and  place  to  be  specified  in  a  sub¬ 
sequent  order,  upon  the  following  issues: 

1.  To  determine  whether  there  is  an 
area  within  which  the  applicant  could 
locate  its  transmitter  in  conformity  with 
all  of  the  requirements  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  provide  service  to  the 
public  equivalent  to  that  proposed  in  the 
application. 
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2.  To  determine  the  areas  and  popula¬ 
tions  which  may  be  expected  to  gain  or 
lose  television  service  or  signal  strength 
by  the  proposed  operation  of  Television 
Broadcast  Station  KWWL-TV,  and  the 
other  television  broadcast  services  avail¬ 
able  to  such  areas. 

3.  To  determine  the  efforts  made  by  the 
applicant  to  ascertain  the  programing 
tastes,  needs  and  interests  of  the  area 
proposed  to  be  served  and  the  manner 
in  which  the  applicant  will  meet  those 
tastes,  needs  and  interests. 

4.  To  determine  whether  circumstances 
exist  which  would  warrant  a  waiver  of 
S  73.610(a)  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
and.  if  so,  to  determine  the  necessary 
conditions  to  be  met  in  order  to  assure 
that  “equivalent  protection”  will  be  pro¬ 
vided  to  Station  KHQA-TV,  Hannibal, 
Mo.,  on  the  basis  of  the  standards  set 
forth  in  Docket  No.  13340. 

5.  To  determine,  in  the  light  of  the 
evidence  adduced  pursuant  to  the  fore¬ 
going  issues,  whether  a  grant  of  the  ap¬ 
plication  would  serve  the  public  interest, 
convenience  and  necessity. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  WMT-TV, 
Inc.,  and,  on  the  Commission’s  own  mo¬ 
tion,  The  Association  of  Maximum  Serv¬ 
ice  Telecasters,  Inc.,  are  made  parties 
respondent  herein. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That  the  burden 
of  proceeding  with  the  introduction  of 
evidence  and  the  burden  of  proof  with  re¬ 
spect  to  Issue  1  herein  is  hereby  placed 
upon  the  parties  respondent. 

It  is  further  ordered.  That,  to  avail 
themselves  of  the  opportunity  to  be 
heard,  the  applicant  and  the  parties 
respondent  herein,  pursuant  to  $1-221 
(c)  of  the  Commission’s  rules,  in  person 
or  by  attorney,  shall,  within  twenty  (20) 
days  of  the  mailing  of  this  order,  file 
with  the  Commission,  in  triplicate,  a 
written  appearance  stating  an  intention 
to  appear  on  the  date  fixed  for  the  hear¬ 
ing  and  present  evidence  on  the  issues 
specified  in  this  order. 

It  is  further  ordered,  That  the  appli¬ 
cant  herein  shall,  pursuant  to  1311(a) 
(2)  of  the  Communications  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended,  and  $  1.594(a)  of  the 
Commission’s  rules,  give  notice  of  the 
hearing  within  the  time  and  in  the 
manner  prescribed  in  such  rule,  and 
shall  advise  the  Commission  of  the  pub¬ 
lication  of  such  notice  as  required  by 
$  1.594(g)  of  the  rules. 

Adopted:  June  22,  1966. 

Released:  June  24,  1966. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal)  Ben  F.  Waplk, 

Secretary. 

Pleadings  filed  herein: 

(a)  Petition  for  Waiver  of  section  73.810  of 
Commission's  rules  and  regulations,  filed 
July  26,  1965,  by  Black  Hawk  Broadcasting 

Co. 

(b)  Petition  to  Dismiss,  or  In  The  Alterna¬ 
tive,  To  Deny,  filed  October  11,  1965,  by 
WMT-TV,  Inc. 

(c)  Objections,  filed  October  11.  1965,  by 
The  Association  of  Maximum  Service  Tele- 
casters,  Inc.  ( AMST) . 


(d)  Statement  of  Lee  Broadcasting  Corp., 
filed  October  11. 1966. 

(e)  MST  Response  to  Statement  of  Lee 
Broadcasting  Corp.,  filed  November  16,  1966, 
by  AMST. 

(f)  Opposition,  filed  November  15.  1966, 
by  Black  Hawk  Broadcasting  Co.,  to  (b)  and 
(c) .  above. 

(g)  Comments  by  Black  Hawk  Broadcast¬ 
ing  Co..  Re  MST  Response,  filed  November 
24.  1965,  In  connection  with  (e) .  above. 

(h)  Reply  to  Opposition  of  Black  Hawk 
Broadcasting  Co.,  filed  December  6,  1965,  by 
AMST. 

(I)  WMT-TV  Reply  to  Opposition  of 
KWWL-TV.  filed  December  6.  1965. 

(J)  Motion  for  Leave  to  Pile  Additional 
Pleading,  filed  December  15.  1966,  by  Black 
Hawk  Broadcasting  Co. 

(k)  Opposition  to  "Motion  for  Leave  to 
Pile  Additional  Pleading"  and.  In  The  Alter¬ 
native.  Response  on  the  Merita  to  Black 
Hawk's  “Answers,”  filed  December  27.  1966, 
by  WMT-TV,  Inc. 

(l)  Reply  by  Black  Hawk  Broadcasting 
Co.  to  Opposition,  filed  January  6.  1966,  to 
(k) ,  above. 

(m)  Response  of  WMT-TV,  filed  January 
12,  1966.  by  WMT-TV,  to  (1) ,  above. 

[PR.  Doe.  66-7127:  Piled,  June  28.  1966; 

8:49  am.] 


[Docket  Noe.  16653.  16654;  PCC  66 M  896] 

LAFAYETTE  BROADCASTING  CO., 
INC.,  AND  STATE  LINE  BROAD¬ 
CASTING  CO.,  INC. 

Order  Continuing  Hearing 

In  re  applications  of  Lafayette  Broad¬ 
casting  Co.,  Inc.,  Lafayette,  Term., 
Docket  No.  16653,  File  No.  BPH-5009; 
State  line  Broadcasting  Co.,  Inc.,  Scotts- 
ville,  Ky„  Docket  No.  16654,  File  No. 
BPH-5119;  for  construction  permits. 

A  conference  is  scheduled  to  be  held 
at  9  am.,  June  23,  1966,  looking  toward 
hearing  in  the  above -entitled  proceeding. 
Today  counsel  for  Lafayette  called  and 
said  that  he  had  been  informed  that  an 
agreement  had  been  reached  between  the 
applicants  under  which  one  undertook 
to  dismiss  its  application. 

It  appearing  that  the  chances  are  good 
that  hearing  in  this  case  will  become 
moot:  It  is  therefore  ordered.  This  22d 
day  of  June  1966,  that  the  prehearing 
conference  now  scheduled  to  be  held  at 
9  am.,  June  23, 1966,  is  canceled,  and  the 
hearing  now  scheduled  for  July  18,  1966, 
is  continued  to  September  1,  1966. 

Released:  June  23,  1966. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  66-7129;  Piled.  June  28.  1966; 
8:49  am  ] 


| Docket  No.  14856;  PCC  66M-894] 

NORTHERN  INDIANA  BROAD¬ 
CASTERS,  INC. 

Order  After  Prehearing  Conference 

In  re  application  of  Northern  Indiana 
Broadcasters,  Inc.,  Mishawaka,  Ind., 


Docket  No.  14855,  File  No.  BP-14771;  for 
construction  permit. 

Pursuant  to  agreements  reached  at  a 
conference  held  on  June  22, 1966,  the  fol¬ 
lowing  schedule  will  govern  future  trial 
of  this  proceeding: 

(1)  On  or  before  September  6,  1966, 
applicant  will  provide  other  parties  with 
copies  of  the  engineering  portion  and 
that  portion  of  its  direct  presentation 
that  relates  to  its  own  program  pro¬ 
posals; 

(2)  Hearing  will  be  held  on  September 
26, 1966. 

So  ordered,  This  22d  day  of  June  1966. 

Released:  June  23,  1966. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[PJ%.  Doc.  66-7131;  Piled,  June  28.  1966; 
8:49  am.] 

[PCC  66-563] 

COMMUNICATIONS  SATELLITE  CORP. 
(COMSAT) 

Order  Regarding  Furnishing  of 
Satellite  Services  and  Channels 

June  23. 1966. 

The  Commission  announced  today 
that  other  than  communications  com¬ 
mon  carriers,  persons,  and  entitles,  in¬ 
cluding  the  UJ3.  Government,  may  ob¬ 
tain  telecommunications  channels  or 
services  directly  from  the  Communica¬ 
tions  Satellite  Corporation  (Comsat) 
only  in  those  Instances  where  appro¬ 
priate  authorization  has  been  issued  by 
the  Commission  upon  a  finding  that 
there  are  unique  or  exceptional  circum¬ 
stances  warranting  such  authorization. 

The  Commission  reached  this  deter¬ 
mination  at  a  Special  Meeting  relating 
to  its  proceeding,  In  the  Matter  of  Au¬ 
thorized  Entitles  and  Authorized  Users 
Under  the  Communications  Satellite  Act 
of  1962  (Docket  No.  16058) . 

In  reaching  its  decision,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  considered  the  provisions  of  the 
Communications  Satellite  Act  of  1962,  its 
legislative  history  and  the  various  briefs 
and  comments  filed  in  the  proceeding. 
The  Commission  concluded  that,  in  keep¬ 
ing  with  the  intent  of  Congress,  Comsat, 
which  was  established  pursuant  to  the 
Act,  was  to  have  as  its  principal  operating 
function  the  furnishing,  for  hire,  of  com¬ 
munication  satellite  channels  and  serv¬ 
ices  to  communications  common  carriers, 
who  in  turn  would  employ  such  facilities 
to  furnish  service  to  the  public  and  the 
Government.  The  Commission  further 
concluded  that  it  would  be  in  derogation 
of  the  policy  of  the  Act,  destructive  of 
fair  competition,  and  incompatible  with 
the  maintenance  of  a  sound  commercial 
telecommunications  system  for'  Comsat 
to  compete  with  carriers  that  are  re- 


No. 
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quired  to  secure  International  circuits 
from  it  in  furnishing  communications 
services  to  the  public  and  the  Govern¬ 
ment;  and,  therefore,  that  Comsat  should 
be  limited  to  furnishing  services  to  others 
than  carriers  in  only  those  cases  where 
there  are  unique  or  exceptional  circum¬ 
stances  warranting  the  authorization. 

The  Commission  noted  that  the  Com¬ 
munications  Satellite  Act  permits  Com¬ 
sat  to  contract  with  authorized  users, 
including  the  Government,  for  the  serv¬ 
ices  of  the  satellite  system.  The  crucial 
question  to  be  determined,  therefore,  is 
how  and  under  what  circumstances  such 
contracts  may  be  entered  into.  In  this 
connection,  the  Commission  not^d  that 
a  controlling  factor  is  the  express  policy 
of  the  Act  that  the  Commission  should 
"insure  that  any  economies  made^  pos¬ 
sible  by  a  communications  satellite  sys¬ 
tem  are  appropriately  reflected  in  rates 
for  public  communication  services.” 

The  Commission  believes  that  if  the 
Government  or  others  were  to  obtain  all 
services  and,  particularly,  individual 
channels  or  groups  of  channels  in  the 
satellite  system,  without  any  restriction, 
directly  from  Comsat,  there  would  be 
serious  adverse  effects  upon  the  well¬ 
being  of  the  commercial  telecommunica¬ 
tions  industry  and  the  general  public  it 
serves.  Thus,  the  Commission  pointed 
out  that  because  the  Government  is  a 
principal  source  of  overseas  traffic  and 
revenues  to  the  common  carriers,  sub¬ 
stantial  diversion  of  Government  tele¬ 
communications  business  to  Comsat  could 
seriously  jeopardize  the  viability  of  those 
carriers  who  are  expected  to  maintain 
and  operate  an  efficient  network  of  both 
cables  and  satellite  circuits  serving  the 
general  public  at  reasonable  rates.  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  it  will  be  the  policy  of  the 
Commission  to  authorize  Comsat  to  fur¬ 
nish  the  services  in  the  system,  or  to  lease 
channels  directly  to  the  Government 
only  when  it  is  clearly  established  that 
there  are  unique  and  exceptional  circum¬ 
stances.  A  current  example  of  such  cir¬ 
cumstances  is  the  authorization  given  to 
Comsat  to  provide  the  services  of  a  spe¬ 
cially  created  system  directly  to  the 
Government  to  meet  the  unique  needs 
of  NASA’s  Apollo  Program. 

The  Commission  also  announced  that, 
in  furtherance  of  the  aforementioned 
statutory  policy  with  respect  to  rates, 
it  expects  the  common  carriers  promptly 
to  give  further  review  to  their  current 
rate  schedules  and  file  revisions  which 
fully  reflect  the  economies  made  avail¬ 
able  through  the  leasing  of  circuits  in 
the  satellite  system.  Failure  of  the  car¬ 
riers  to  do  so  promptly  and  effectively, 
the  Commission  stated,  will  require  the 
Commission  to  take  such  actions  as  are 
appropriate. 

The  Commission  made  this  announce¬ 
ment  in  advance  of  issuing  the  text  of 
its  formal  decision  because  of  the  great 


importance  of  this  matter  and  the  de¬ 
sirability  of  early  clarification  which  it 
deemed  to  be  in  the  public  interest. 

Adopted:  June  23,  1966. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal!  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  66-7132;  Filed.  June  28.  1966; 
8:49  a. m  l 


(Supp.  5J 

CANADIAN-U.S.A.  VHF  TELEVISION 
BROADCAST  STATIONS 

Working  Arrangement  for  Allocation 
Under  1952  Agreement 

June  22,  1966. 

Amendment  of  Table  A  of  the  1961 
working  arrangement  for  allocation  of 
VHF  television  broadcast  stations  under 
the  Canadian-U.SA.  Television  Agree¬ 
ment  of  1952: 

Pursuant  to  an  exchange  of  corre¬ 
spondence  between  the  Department  of 
Transport  of  Canada  and  the  Federal 
Communications  Commission,  Table  A, 
Annex  I  of  the  Television  Working  Ar¬ 
rangement  under  the  Canadian-U.S.A. 
Television  Agreement  has  been  amended 
as  follows: 


City 

Channel  No. 

Delete 

Add 

8t.  Catharines, 
Ontario. 
Manitouwadge, 
Ontario. 

40- 

9- 

27* 

9+. 

9+  (limitation  to  pro- 
tect  CBFOT,  Cb.  9, 
Timmins.  Ontario, 
and  a  oocnannel  allo¬ 
cation  at  Elliot  Lake, 
Ontario. 

11-. 

12—  Oimitation  to  pro¬ 
tect  CBFOT-I,  Ka- 
puskaslng,  Ontario, 
and  a  cochannel  allo¬ 
cation  at  Sault  Stc. 
Marie,  Ontario). 

9—  (limitation  8.0  kw 
average  In  accord¬ 
ance  with  submitted 
directional  antenna 
pattern  and  483  feet 
to  protect  K8T8- 
TV,  Ch.  9  Seattle, 
Wash.). 

Courtenay,  British 
Columbia. 

(t)9- 

i  Channel  offset  designation  to  be  supplied  at  later 
date. 

1  Limitation  1  dbk,  500  feet. 


Further  amendments  to  Table  A  will 
be  issued  as  public  notices  in  the  form 
of  numbered  supplements. 

Federal  Communications 
Commission, 

[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple, 

Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  66-7133;  Filed.  June  28,  1966; 
8:50  am.] 


[Canadian  Change  List  213] 

CANADIAN  BROADCAST  STATIONS 
List  of  Changes,  Proposed  Changes,  and  Corrections  in  Assignments 

June  14.  1966. 

Notification  under  the  provisions  of  Part  EH,  section  2  of  the  North  American 
Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement. 

List  of  changes,  proposed  changes  and  corrections  In  assignments  of  Canadian 
Broadcast  Stations  modifying  appendix  containing  assignments  of  Canadian  Broad¬ 
cast  Stations  (Mimeograph  No.  47214-3)  attached  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
North  American  Regional  Broadcasting  Agreement  Engineering  Meeting. 


Call  letters 

Location 

Power  kw 

Antenna 

Sched¬ 

ule 

Class 

Expected  date  of 
commencement  of 
operaUon 

CFLK  (assignment 

Kapuskasing,  Ontario... 

ltso  kUocfdet 

0.10  kw . 

ND 

U 

IV 

of  call  letters). 

CKKR  (assignment 

Rose  town,  Saskatcb- 

1330  kilocycle* 

10  kw . 

DA-1 

U 

HI 

of  call  letters). 

CFLH  (assignment 
of  call  letters). 

CKCB  (PO:  1400 

•wan. 

13j0  kilocycle* 

0.10  kw . . 

ND 

V 

IV 

X 

CoDlngwood,  Ontario... 

1400  kilocycle* 

1  kwDA).25 

ND 

U 

rv 

E.I.O.  6-14-67. 

kc  0.25  kwND). 

kwN. 

Federal  Communications  Commission, 
[seal]  Ben  F.  Waple,  Secretary. 

[FJl.  Doc.  66-7124;  Filed,  June  28, 1966;  8:49  am.] 
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FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  1208] 

ITALY,  FRANCE,  SPAIN,  AND  POR¬ 
TUGAL/NORTH  PACIFIC  FREIGHT 
POOL  AND  MEDITERRANEAN/ 
NORTH  PACIFIC  COAST  FREIGHT 
CONFERENCE 

Order  Granting  Limited  Remand 

In  the  matter  of  agreement  9229 — 
Italy,  Prance,  Spain,  and  Portugal/North 
Pacific  Freight  Pool  and  agreement  8090, 
as  amended — Mediterranean/North  Pa¬ 
cific  Coast  Freight  Conference. 

This  proceeding  was  instituted  to  de¬ 
termine  the  approvability  of  Agreement 
No.  9229,  a  proposed  pooling  agreement 
between  common  carriers  serving  the 
trade  from  Italian,  French,  and  Spanish 
ports  to  ports  on  the  Pacific  Coast  of  the 
United  States  and  Canada.  At  the  time 
the  proposed  pooling  agreement  was  filed, 
the  four  parties  to  this  agreement  were 
d’Amico  Societa  dl  Navigazione  S.p  A., 
Italia  Societa  Per  Aziono  dl  Navigazione, 
Italnavl  Societa  dl  Navigazione  per 
Azlonl  and  Zim  Israel  Navigation  Co., 
Ltd.  During  the  course  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  Italnavl  discontinued  its  service  and 
withdrew  from  the  proposed  agreements. 

In  his  Initial  Decision,  the  Examiner 
approved  the  pooling  agreements,  subject 
to  certain  modifications,  including  the 
changes  required  as  a  result  of  the  with¬ 
drawal  of  Italnavl. 

In  their  Exceptions  to  the  Examiner’s 
Initial  Decision,  Hearing  Counsel  con¬ 
tend  that,  since  the  filing  of  the  pooling 
agreement  and  as  a  result  of  Italnavl’s 
withdrawal,  circumstances  have  changed 
to  such  an  extent  that  the  agreement  for 
which  approval  is  sought  is  not  the  cur¬ 
rent  agreement  of  the  parties.  Conse¬ 
quently,  they  urge  the  Commission  to 
remand  the  proceeding  to  the  Examiner 
in  order  to  afford  Respondents  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  file  their  entire  pooling  agree¬ 
ment  and  to  afford  Hearing  Counsel  op¬ 
portunity  to  test  the  lawfulness  thereof. 
In  their  Reply  to  Exceptions,  Respond¬ 
ents  have  advised  that  they  are  in  accord 
with  Hearing  Counsel’s  suggestion  to  re¬ 
mand.  Respondents  have  advised  in 
their  Reply  to  Exceptions  that  negotia¬ 
tions  are  still  continuing  with  respect  to 
membership  in  the  pool  and  the  respec¬ 
tive  shares  to  be  alloted  each  member. 

In  testing  the  lawfulness  of  the  modi¬ 
fications  to  be  filed,  it  may  be  that  Hear¬ 
ing  Counsel  will  desire  to  introduce  fur¬ 
ther  evidence.  To  afford  him  this 
opportunity  and  further  so  that  the 
Commission  will  have  the  benefit  of  an 
Initial  Decision  on  the  forthcoming 
modifications  to  the  agreement. 

It  is  ordered.  That  this  proceeding  be, 
and  hereby  is.  remanded  to  the  Examiner 
in  order  that  he  may  determine  the  ap¬ 
provability  of  the  pooling  agreement 
after  all  its  effective  terms  have  been 
filed  and  after  opportunity  for  hearing. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Thomas  List, 

Secretary. 

|FR.  Doc.  66-7098;  Filed.  June  28,  1988; 

8:46  a.m.] 


BAHAMA  ISLANDS  RATE 
AGREEMENT 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act.  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
U.S.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  Inspect  and  ob¬ 
tain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW„ 
Room  609;  or  may  inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers.  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans.  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  Including  a  request 
for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submitted 
to  the  Sectary,  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573,  within 
20  days  after  publication  of  this  notice 
in  the  Federal  Register.  A  copy  of  any 
such  statement  should  also  be  forwarded 
to  the  party  filing  the  agreement  (as 
indicated  hereinafter)  and  the  comments 
should  indicate  that  this  has  been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  W.  C.  Rebenack,  Freight  Traffic  Manager, 

United  Fruft  Co.  Steamship  Service,  Pier  3, 

North  River,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10006. 

Agreement  9558,  between  Atlantic 
Lines,  Ltd.,  Blue  Ribbon  Line,  Ltd.,  and 
United  Fruit  Co.,  common  carriers  op¬ 
erating  in  the  trade  between  ports  in  the 
Bahama  Islands  and  U.S.  Atlantic  and 
Gulf  ports,  provides  that  the  parties  will 
confer  and  discuss  with  each  other  the 
rates,  charges,  classifications  and  related 
tariff  matters  to  be  charged  or  observed 
by  them  in  the  above  trade  in  order  to 
promote  commerce  and  stability  in  such 
trade  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  set  forth  in  the  agreement. 


for  hearing,  if  desired,  may  be  submit¬ 
ted  to  the  Secretary,  Federal  Maritime 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20573, 
within  20  days  after  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register.  A  copy 
of  any  such  statement  should  also  be 
forwarded  to  the  party  filing  the  agree¬ 
ment  (as  indicated  hereinafter)  and  the 
comments  should  Indicate  that  this  has 
been  done. 

Notice  of  agreement  filed  for  approval 
by: 

Mr.  John  T.  Crook,  Chairman.  Gulf/Mediter¬ 
ranean  Forts  Conference,  Suite  927,  Whit¬ 
ney  Building,  New  Orleans,  La..  70X30. 

Agreement  134-29,  between  the  mem¬ 
bers  of  the  Gulf  /Mediterranean  Ports 
Conference,  modifies  the  basic  agree¬ 
ment  to  (1)  provide  for  the  appointment 
of  a  Chairman  in  addition  to  a  Secre¬ 
tary,  the  Secretary  to  perform  the  func¬ 
tion  of  the  Chairman  in  his  absence.  (2) 
provide  that  all  meetings  of  the  parties 
shall  be  held  at  the  Conference  office  In 
New  Orleans  unless  another  place  of 
meeting  is  agreed  upon  in  advance  by  a 
two- thirds  vote  of  the  parties,  (3)  revoke 
the  right  of  Conference  members  at  New 
Orleans  and  at  Galveston  to  exercise  in¬ 
dependent  action  and  to  deal  with  out¬ 
side  competition  at  New  Orleans,  Sabine 
District  ports  and  at  Gulf  ports  east  of 
New  Orleans,  and  at  Galveston,  Gulf 
ports  west  of  Sabine  District  ports,  and 
(4)  make  such  other  changes  which  are 
consistent  with  the  foregoing  and  which 
will  bring  the  agreement  into  conformity 
with  General  Order  18  (46  CFR  Part 
537). 

Dated:  June  24,  1966. 

By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 

Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 

(Fit.  Doc.  68-7097;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:46  ajn.] 


Dated:  June 24, 1966. 


By  order  of  the  Federal  Maritime  Com¬ 
mission. 


Thomas  Lisi, 
Secretary. 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[811-872] 


(F.R.  Doc.  66-7096;  Filed,  June  28,  1966- 
8:46  a.m.] 


GULF/MEDITERRANEAN  PORTS 
CONFERENCE 

Notice  of  Agreement  Filed  for 
Approval 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  follow¬ 
ing  agreement  has  been  filed  with  the 
Commission  for  approval  pursuant  to 
section  15  of  the  Shipping  Act,  1916,  as 
amended  (39  Stat.  733,  75  Stat.  763,  46 
UJ3.C.  814) . 

Interested  parties  may  inspect  and 
obtain  a  copy  of  the  agreement  at  the 
Washington  Office  of  the  Federal  Mari¬ 
time  Commission,  1321  H  Street  NW, 
Room  609;  or  may  Inspect  agreements  at 
the  offices  of  the  District  Managers,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  San 
Francisco,  Calif.  Comments  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  an  agreement  including  a  request 


DORACHEL  FUND,  INC. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application  for 
Order  Declaring  That  It  Has  Ceased 
To  Be  an  Investment  Company 

June  23,  1966. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Dora- 
chel  Fund,  Inc.  (“applicant”),  199  Main 
Street,  White  Plains,  N.Y.,  has  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  8(f)  of 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”)  for  an  order  declaring  that  it 
has  ceased  to  be  an  investment  company 
as  defined  In  the  Act. 

The  applicant  was  incorporated  on 
March  6, 1959  under  the  laws  of  the  State 
of  New  York.  It  was  authorized  to  issue 
100,000  shares  of  $1  par  value  stock. 

Pursuant  to  section  8(a)  of  the  Act 
a  notification  of  registration  on  Form 
N-8A  was  filed  with  the  Commission 
March  24, 1959.  The  applicant,  however, 
never  filed  a  registration  statement  on 
Form  N-8B-1. 
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The  applicant  never  made  any  public 
offering  of  its  shares  of  stock  after  it 
was  formed,  and  never  engaged  in  the 
business  for  which  it  was  formed.  It 
has  never  received  any  cash  or  securi¬ 
ties,  or  acquired  any  other  assets. 

The  applicant  has  no  creditors  and 
at  no  time  pledged  its  credit  for  or  on 
account  of  any  matter. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than  July 
15, 1966,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  in¬ 
terest,  the  reason  for  such  request  and 
the  issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he 
be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such 
communication  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A 
copy  of  such  request  shall  be  served  per¬ 
sonally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
applicant.  Proof  of  such  service  (by  af¬ 
fidavit  or  in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law  by 
certificate)  shall  be  filed  contempora¬ 
neously  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  as  provided  by  Rule  0-5 
of  the  rules  and  regulations  promulgated 
under  the  Act,  an  order  disposing  of  the 
application  herein  may  be  Issued  by  the 
Commission  upon  the  basis  of  the  in¬ 
formation  stated  in  said  application,  un¬ 
less  an  order  for  hearing  upon  said  ap¬ 
plication  shall  be  Issued  upon  request  or 
upon  the  Commission’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commissioa  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[SEAL]  ORVAL  L.  DUBOIS, 

Secretary. 

JF.R.  Doc.  66-7081;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:45  am.] 


(812-1958] 

ESTATE  OF  WILLIAM  G.  MAGUIRE 
AND  MISSOURI-KANSAS  PIPE  LINE 
CO. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Application 

June  23,  1966. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  Estate  of 
William  Q.  Maguire  (“Estate"),  c/o 
Hays,  Sklar  &  Herzberg,  200  Park  Ave¬ 
nue,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10017,  has  filed  an 
application  pursuant  to  section  17(b)  of 
the  Investment  Company  Act  of  1940 
(“Act”)  for  an  order  exempting  from  the 
provisions  of  section  17(a)  of  the  Act  an 
exchange  of  shares  of  common  and  Class 
B  stock  of  Missouri-Kansas  Pipe  Line 
Co.  (“Mokan”),  1  Chase  Manhattan 
Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10005,  for  shares 
of  common  stock  of  Panhandle  Eastern 
Pipe  Line  Co.  (“Panhandle")  and  Hugo- 
ton  Production  Co.  (“Hugoton”) .  Since 
1949,  Mokan  has  offered  pursuant  to 
shareholder  approval  to  repurchase  its 


own  common  stock  and  Class  B  stock  in 
exchange  for  shares  of  Panhandle  and 
Hugoton,  its  only  portfolio  securities. 
The  present  exchange  offer  consists  of 
9  shares  of  Mokan  common  stock  or  180 
shares  of  Mokan  Class  B  stock  for  34.85 
shares  of  Panhandle  common  stock  and 
4%  shares  of  Hugoton  common  stock. 
Mokan  is  a  registered  nondiversified 
closed-end  management  Investment 
company  under  the  Investment  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1940  (“Act”). 

The  Estate  owns  38,170  shares  of 
Mokan  common  stock  and  104,637  shares 
of  Mokan  Class  B  stock,  constituting 
approximately  14  percent  and  41  percent, 
respectively,  of  the  outstanding  shares. 
The  Estate  is,  therefore,  an  affiliated 
person  of  Mokan  as  defined  in  sec¬ 
tion  2(a)  (3)  of  the  Act.  The  Estate 
proposes  to  accept  the  exchange  offer 
and  sell  all  its  Mokan  common  and  Class 
B  stock  to  Mokan  in  exchange  for  shares 
of  Panhandle  and  Hugoton.  Section  17, 
as  here  pertinent,  makes  it  unlawful  for 
an  affiliated  person  of  a  registered  in¬ 
vestment  company  to  sell  to  or  buy  from 
such  company  any  security  or  property 
unless  exempted  by  the  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  17(b)  thereof.  Un¬ 
der  section  17(b)  of  the  Act,  the  Com¬ 
mission  shall  grant  an  exemption  from 
the  prohibitions  of  section  17(a)  of  the 
Act  if  it  finds  that  the  terms  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  are  reasonable  and 
fair  and  do  not  involve  overreaching 
on  the  part  of  any  persons  concerned, 
that  the  proposed  transaction  is  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  policy  of  the  registered 
investment  company  concerned,  as  re¬ 
cited  in  the  registration  statement  and 
reports  filed  under  the  Act,  and  with  the 
general  purposes  of  the  Act.  All  inter¬ 
ested  persons  are  referred  to  the  appli¬ 
cation  filed  with  the  Commission  for  a 
full  statement  of  the  representations 
therein  which  are  summarized  below. 

The  exchange  offer  is  the  subject  of 
a  registration  statement  under  the  Secu¬ 
rities  Act  of  1933  (File  No.  2-22351) 
which  became  effective  May  11,  1966. 
It  is  stated  therein  that  taking  Pan¬ 
handle  common  stock  owned  by  Mokan 
at  $38.75  per  share,  the  last  reported  sale 
price  on  the  New  York  Stock  Exchange, 
and  Hugoton  common  stock  owned  by 
Mokan  at  $44.75  per  share,  the  last  re¬ 
ported  bid  price  in  the  over-the-counter 
market,  on  December  31,  1965,  and  after 
providing  for  Federal  income  taxes  ap¬ 
plicable  to  the  unrealized  appreciation 
(amounting  to  $40.69  per  share  of  Mokan 
common  stock  and  $2.03  per  share  of 
Mokan  Class  B  stock) ,  the  indicated  asset 
value  on  December  31, 1965  was  approxi¬ 
mately  $133.06  per  share  of  Mokan  com¬ 
mon  stock  and  approximately  $6.65  per 
share  of  Mokan  Class  B  stock.  Assum¬ 
ing  distribution  in  kind  on  liquidation 
and  without  providing  for  Federal  in¬ 
come  taxes  applicable  to  the  unrealized 
appreciation,  the  corresponding  figures 
as  of  the  same  date  were  approximately 
$173.75  per  share  of  Mokan  common 


stock  and  $8.68  per  share  of  Mokan  Class 
B  stock.  The  price  range  of  Mokan  com¬ 
mon  and  Class  B  stock  in  the  over-the- 
counter  market  for  the  period  1961-1966 
(through  March  31,  1966)  is  as  follows: 


Period 

Common  stock 

Claw  B  stock 

Illgb 

Low 

iiicb 

Low 

1961 . . . 

$113 

$90 

$5.50 

$4.  25 

1962 . 

138 

92 

7.10 

6.25 

1963 . 

175 

138 

8.25 

6.75 

1964 _ 

177 

147H 

8.85 

7.35 

1966 . . 

189 

16414 

9  375 

8  125 

19G6  (through  3-31-66) 

184 

149 

9.125 

7.375 

The  bid  prices  in  the  over-the-counter 
market  on  March  31,  1966,  were  $161  per 
share  of  common  stock  and  $8.05  per 
share  of  Class  B  stock. 

The  Estate  desires  to  effect  the  ex¬ 
change  in  order  to  take  advantage  of  the 
alternate  valuation  provisions  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code. 

The  Estate  believes  that  the  terms  of 
the  proposed  exchange,  and  in  particular 
the  ratio  of  stock  of  Mokan  to  be  ex¬ 
changed  for  the  stock  of  Panhandle  and 
Hugoton,  are  reasonable  and  fair  and 
do  not  involve  overreaching  on  the  part 
of  any  person  concerned;  that  the  pro¬ 
posed  exchange  is  consistent  with  the 
policy  of  Mokan  and  that  the  proposed 
exchange  is  consistent  with  the  general 
purposes  of  the  Act. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  in¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
July  7,  1966,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the 
Commission  in  writing  a  request  for  a 
hearing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by 
a  statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  inter¬ 
est,  the  reason  for  such  request  and  the 
Issues  of  fact  or  of  law  proposed  to  be 
controverted,  or  he  may  request  that 
he  be  notified  if  the  Commission  should 
order  a  hearing  thereon.  Any  such  com¬ 
munication  should  be  addressed:  Secre¬ 
tary,  Securities  and  Exchange  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy 
of  such  request  shall  be  served  person¬ 
ally  or  by  mail  (airmail  if  the  person 
being  served  is  located  more  than  500 
miles  from  the  point  of  mailing)  upon 
applicant  at  the  address  stated  above. 
Proof  of  such  service  (by  affidavit  or  in 
case  of  an  attorney  at  law  by  certificate) 
shall  be  filed  contemporaneously  with 
the  request.  At  any  time  after  said  date, 
as  provided  by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and 
regulations  promulgated  under  the  Act, 
an  order  disposing  of  the  application 
herein  may  be  issued  by  the  Commission 
upon  the  basis  of  the  information  stated 
in  said  application,  unless  an  order  for 
hearing  upon  said  application  shall  be 
Issued  upon  request  or  upon  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  own  motion. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to 
delegated  authority). 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

[Fit.  Doe.  66-7082;  Filed,  June  28,  1966; 

8:45  am.] 
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[FU«  No.  70-4396] 

JERSEY  CENTRAL  POWER  A  LIGHT 
CO. 

Notice  of  Proposed  Issue  and  Sale  of 

Principal  Amount  of  First  Mortgage 

Bonds 

Junk  23.  1966. 

Notice  is  hereby  gfven  that  Jersey  Cen¬ 
tral  Power  k  Light  Co.  (“Jersey  Cen¬ 
tral”),  Madison  Avenue  at  Punch  Bowl 
Road,  Morristown,  N.J.,  07960,  an  electric 
utility  subsidiary  company  of  General 
Public  Utilities  Corp.,  a  registered  hold¬ 
ing  company,  has  filed  an  application 
with  this  Commission  pursuant  to  the 
Public  Utility  Holding  Company  Act  of 
1935  (“Act”),  designating  section  6(b)  of 
the  Act  and  Rule  50  promulgated  there¬ 
under  as  applicable  to  the  proposed 
transaction.  All  Interested  persons  are 
referred  to  the  application,  which  Is  sum¬ 
marized  below,  for  a  complete  statement 
of  the  proposed  transaction. 

Jersey  Central  proposes  to  Issue  and 
sell,  subject  to  the  competitive  bidding 
requirements  of  Rule  50,  $30,000,000 
principal  amount  of  First  Mortgage 

Bonds, _ %  Series  due  August  1, 

1996.  The  Interest  rate  (which  will  be 
a  multiple  of  Y»  of  1  percent  and  the 
price,  exclusive  of  accrued  Interest 
(which  will  be  not  less  than  100  percent 
nor  more  than  102.75  percent  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal  amount  thereof),  will  be  deter¬ 
mined  by  the  competitive  bidding.  The 
bonds  will  be  Issued  under  a  mortgage 
and  deed  of  trust  dated  as  of  March  1, 
1946,  between  Jersey  Central  and  First 
National  City  Bank,  successor  Trustee, 
as  heretofore  supplemented  and  as  to  be 
further  supplemented  by  a  Supplemental 
Indenture  to  be  dated  August  1,  1966. 

The  proceeds  (other  than  premium. 
If  any,  and  accrued  Interest)  received 
from  the  Issue  and  sale  of  the  bonds  will 
be  used  by  Jersey  Central  to  finance.  In 
part,  the  cost  of  its  1966  construction 
program,  estimated  at  $73,600,000,  and 
to  pay  bank  loans  Incurred  for  construc¬ 
tion  purposes.  The  premium,  if  any, 
from  the  sale  of  the  bonds  will  be  used 
for  payment  of  the  expenses  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  transaction  and  for  other  corpo¬ 
rate  purposes. 

The  fees  and  expenses  to  be  paid  by 
Jersey  Central  in  connection  with  the 
issue  and  sale  of  the  bonds  are  estimated 
at  $86,000  Including  counsel  fees  of  $18.- 
000,  and  accountant’s  fees  of  $4,250.  A 
statement  of  the  counsel  fees  for  the 
underwriters,  to  be  paid  by  the  successful 
bidders,  will  be  supplied  by  amendment. 

It  Is  stated  that  the  Public  Utility 
Commission  of  New  Jersey  has  jurisdic¬ 
tion  over  the  proposed  Issue  and  sale  of 
bonds  by  Jersey  Central,  and  no  other 
State  commission  and  no  Federal  com¬ 
mission.  other  than  this  Commission,  has 
jurisdiction  over  the  proposed  trans¬ 
action. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  In¬ 
terested  person  may,  not  later  than 
July  19,  1966,  request  In  writing  that  a 
hearing  be  held  on  such  matter,  stating 
the  nature  of  his  Interest,  the  reasons 
for  such  request,  and  the  Issues  of  fact 


or  law  raised  by  said  application  which 
he  desires  to  oontrovert;  or  he  may  re¬ 
quest  that  he  be  notified  If  the  Commis¬ 
sion  should  order  a  hearing  thereon. 
Any  such  request  should  be  addressed: 
Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington.  DC.,  20549. 
A  copy  of  such  request  should  be  served 
personally  or  by  mail  (airmail  If  the  per¬ 
son  being  served  Is  located  more  than 
500  miles  from  the  point  of  mailing) 
upon  the  applicant  at  the  above-stated 
address  and  proof  of  service  (by  affidavit 
or.  In  the  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by 
certificate)  should  be  filed  contempora¬ 
neously  with  the  request.  At  any  time 
after  said  date,  the  application,  as  filed 
or  as  It  may  be  amended,  may  be  granted 
as  provided  In  Rule  23  of  the  general 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  under 
the  Act,  or  the  Commission  may  grant 
exemption  from  such  rules  as  provided 
in  Rules  20(a)  and  100  thereof  or  take 
such  other  action  as  It  may  deem  ap¬ 
propriate. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

[seal]  Orval  L.  DuBors, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  66-7083;  Filed.  June  38.  1966; 

8:46  am  ] 


(FUeNo.  1-4198) 

MOHAWK  AIRLINES,  INC. 

Notice  of  Application  for  Unlisted 
Trading  Privileges  and  of  Oppor¬ 
tunity  for  Hearing 

Junk  23.  1966. 

In  the  matter  of  application  of 
the  Phlladelphla-Baltlmore- Washington 
Stock  Exchange;  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  In  a  certain  security. 

The  above-named  national  securities 
exchange  has  filed  an  application  with 
the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
pursuant  to  section  12(f)  (1)  (B)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  and  Rule 
12f-l  thereunder,  for  unlisted  trading 
privileges  In  the  common  stock  of  the 
following  company,  which  security  Is 
listed  and  registered  on  one  or  more 
other  national  securities  exchanges: 

Mohawk  Airlines,  Inc..  PUe  1-4198. 

Upon  receipt  of  a  request,  on  or  before 
July  9,  1966,  from  any  interested  person, 
the  Commission  will  determine  whether 
the  application  shall  be  set  down  for 
hearing.  Any  such  request  should  state 
briefly  the  nature  of  the  interest  of  the 
person  making  the  request  and  the  posi¬ 
tion  he  proposes  to  take  at  the  hearing, 
If  ordered.  In  addition,  any  Interested 
person  may  submit  his  views  or  any  ad¬ 
ditional  facts  bearing  on  the  said  appli¬ 
cation  by  means  of  a  letter  addressed  to 
the  Secretary,  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  not 
later  than  the  date  specified.  If  no  one 
requests  a  hearing,  this  application  will 
be  determined  by  order  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  on  the  basis  of  the  facts  stated 
therein  and  other  information  contained 
In  the  official  files  of  the  Commission  per¬ 
taining  thereto. 


For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  del¬ 
egated  authority) . 

[skal]  Orval  L.  DuBoes, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7084;  Filed.  June  28.  1966; 
8:45  am.| 


[FUeNo.  813-1962] 

NATIONAL  AVIATION  CORP. 

Notice.  of  Filing  of  Application  for 

Order  for  Exemption  To  Permit  Pur¬ 
chase  of  Securities  During  an 

Underwriting 

Junk  23.  1966. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  National 
Aviation  Corp.  (“Applicant"),  111  Broad¬ 
way,  New  York.  N.Y.,  10006,  a  closed-end, 
nondi versified  management  investment 
company  registered  under  the  Invest¬ 
ment  Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”) ,  has 
filed  an  application  pursuant  to  section 
10(f)  of  (“Act”)  for  an  order  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  exempting  from  the  provisions  of 
section  10(f)  a  proposed  purchase  by  the 
Applicant  at  the  public  offering  price 
of  up  to  $2,000,000  principal  amount  of 
the  convertible  subordinated  debentures 
due  July  1,  1991  of  Douglas  Aircraft  Co., 
Inc.  (“Debentures”).  The  proposed 
purchase  Is  of  a  portion  of  a  $75,000,000 
offering  of  Debentures  expected  to  be  of¬ 
fered  to  the  public  as  soon  as  the  regis¬ 
tration  statement  Form  S-l  of  Douglas 
Aircraft  Co.,  Inc.,  filed  June  7, 1966,  shall 
be  made  effective  pursuant  to  section 
8(a)  of  the  Securities  Act  of  1933.  All 
Interested  persons  are  referred  to  the  ap¬ 
plication  on  file  with  the  Commission  for 
a  statement  of  the  representations  made 
therein  which  are  summarized  below. 

The  firm  of  Homblower  k  Weeks- 
Hemphill  Noyes,  is  a  principal  under¬ 
writer  for  the  issue.  Howard  E.  Buhse, 
a  director  of  Applicant,  Is  a  partner  of 
that  firm.  Section  10(f)  of  the  Act,  as 
here  pertinent,  provides  that  no  regis¬ 
tered  Investment  company  shall  know¬ 
ingly  purchase  or  otherwise  acquire,  dur¬ 
ing  the  existence  of  any  underwriting  or 
selling  syndicate  any  security  (except  a 
security  of  which  such  company  Is  the 
issuer)  if  a  director  of  the  registered  In¬ 
vestment  company  Is.  an  affiliate  of  a 
principal  underwriter  of  such  security. 
Since  one  of  the  Applicant’s  directors  Is 
an  affiliated  person  of  one  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal  underwriters  offering  Debentures, 
the  purchase  thereof  by  the  Applicant  is 
prohibited.  The  Commission  may  ex¬ 
empt  a  transaction  from  this  prohibition 
If  and  to  the  extent  that  such  exemption 
is  consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors. 

The  Applicant  In  support  of  Its  appli¬ 
cation  asserts  that  the  proposed  purchase 
of  Debentures  Is  consistent  with  Appli¬ 
cant’s  investment  objectives  and  policies 
and  Is  not  proposed  for  the  purpose  of 
stimulating  the  market  in  the  Debentures 
or  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  the  under¬ 
writers  of  securities  otherwise  unmarket¬ 
able,  that  It  will  not  purchase  the 
Debentures  from  Horn  blower  k  Weeks  - 
Hemphill  Noyes,  that  the  terms  of  the 
purchase,  If  consummated,  are  fair  and 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  31,  NO.  12S — WEDNESDAY,  JUNE  29,  1944 


8982 

reasonable,  and  that  the  amount  paid 
will  not  exceed  2.2  percent  of  Applicant’s 
assets  as  of  June  3,  1966. 

Notice  is  further  given  that  any  inter¬ 
ested  person  may,  not  later  than  July  5, 
1966,  at  5:30  p.m.,  submit  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  a  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  on  the  matter  accompanied  by  a 
statement  as  to  the  nature  of  his  interest, 
the  reasons  for  such  request  and  the 
issues  of  fact  or  law  proposed  to  be  con¬ 
troverted,  or  he  may  request  that  he  be 
notified  if  the  Commission  shall'order  a 
hearing  thereon.  Any  such  communi¬ 
cation  should  be  addressed:  Secretary, 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission, 
Washington,  D.C.,  20549.  A  copy  of  such 
request  shall  be  served  personally  or  by 
mail  (airmail  if  the  person  being  served 
is  located  more  than  500  miles  from  the 
point  of  mailing  >  upon  Applicant  at  the 
address  stated  above.  Proof  of  such 
service  (by  affidavit  or  in  case  of  an  at¬ 
torney  at  law  by  certificate)  shall  be 
filed  oontemijoraneously  with  the  request. 
At  any  time  after  said  date,  as  provided 
by  Rule  0-5  of  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  under  the  Act,  an  order  dis¬ 
posing  of  the  application  herein  may  be 
issued  by  the  Commission  upon  the  basis 
of  the  information  stated  in  said  appli¬ 
cation,  unless  an  order  for  hearing  upon 
said  application  shall  be  issued  upon 
request  or  upon  the  Commission’s  own 
motion. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

(seal!  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary . 

[F.R.  Doc.  66  7085;  Filed.  June  28,  1966; 

8:46  a.m.) 


|  File  No.  1-3490| 

PENNSYLVANIA  GAS  AND  WATER 
CO. 

Notice  of  Application  To  Withdraw 
From  Listing  and  Registration 

June  23, 1966. 

The  above  named  issuer  has  filed  an 
application  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  pursuant  to  section 
12(d)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  and  Rule  12d2-2(d)  promulgated 
thereunder,  to  withdraw  the  specified 
security  from  listing  and  registration  on 
the  Philadelphia-Baltimore-Washington 
Stock  Exchange. 

The  reasons  alleged  in  the  application 
for  withdrawing  this  security  from  list¬ 
ing  and  registration  include  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

The  reasons  advanced  by  the  Board  of 
Directors  for  the  application  are  as  stated 
in  the  Company’s  proxy  statement  dated 
April  29.  1966,  which  is  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  has  been  disseminated 
to  stockholders.  The  delisting  of  the 
common  stock  of  the  Company  was  ap¬ 
proved  by  stockholders  on  June  1,  1966, 
in  accordance  with  the  rules  of  the  Ex¬ 
change. 

Any  interested  person  may,  on  or  be¬ 
fore  July  9.  1966.  submit  by  letter  to  the 
Secretary  of  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
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Commission,  Washington  25,  D.C.,  facts 
bearing  upon  whether  the  application 
has  been  made  in  accordance  with  the 
rules  of  the  Exchange  and  what  terms, 
If  any,  should  be  Imposed  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  for  the  protection  of  investors. 
An  order  granting  the  application  will 
be  issued  after  the  date  mentioned  above, 
on  the  basis  of  the  application  and  any 
other  information  furnished  to  the  Com¬ 
mission.  unless  it  orders  a  hearing  on 
the  matter. 

For  the  Commission  (pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority). 

(seal!  Orval  L.  DuBois, 

Secretary. 

| F.R.  Doc.  66  7086;  Filed.  June  28,  1966; 

8:46  a.m.] 

INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

FOURTH  SECTION  APPLICATIONS 
FOR  RELIEF 

June  24,  1966. 

Protests  to  the  granting  of  an  appli¬ 
cation  must  be  prepared  in  accordance 
with  Rule  1.40  of  the  general  rules  of 
practice  (49  CFR  1.40)  and  filed  within 
15  days  from  the  date  of  publication  of 
this  notice  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Long-and-Short  Haul 

FSA  No.  40557 — Sulphur  from  Queen 
City,  Tex.  Filed  by  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  B-8857) ,  for 
interested  rail  carriers.  Rates  on  crude 
and  refined  sulphur,  in  carloads,  from 
Queen  City,  Tex.,  to  points  in  official 
and  southern  territories. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  299  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
4177. 

FSA  No.  40558 — Fertilizer  solutions  to 
points  in  Wyoming.  Filed  by  South¬ 
western  Freight  Bureau,  agent  (No.  B- 
8863 ) ,  for  interested  rail  carriers.  Rates 
on  fertilizer  solutions,  in  carloads,  from 
points  in  southwestern  territory,  to  points 
in  Wyoming. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  6  to  Southwestern 
Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  ICC  4682. 

FSA  No.  40559 — Sand  to  Cranston,  R.I. 
Filed  by  Southwestern  Freight  Bu¬ 
reau,  agent  (No.  B-8864),  for  interested 
rail  carriers.  Rates  on  sand,  in  carloads, 
from  specified  points  in  Missouri  and 
Oklahoma,  also  Gulon,  Ark.,  and  Brady, 
Tex.,  to  Cranston,  R.I. 

Grounds  for  relief — Market  competi¬ 
tion. 

Tariff — Supplement  107  to  Southwest¬ 
ern  Freight  Bureau,  agent,  tariff  ICC 
4565. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

|FJt.  Doc.  66-7101;  Filed.  June  28,  1966: 

8:47  &.m.] 


[Notice  401] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

June  24,  1966. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  operate  over  deviation  routes 
for  operating  convenience  only  have  been 
filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  under  the  Commission’s  devia¬ 
tion  rules  revised,  1957  (49  CFR  211.1  (c) 
(8) )  and  notice  thereof  to  all  interested 
persons  is  hereby  given  as  provided  in 
such  rules  (49  CFR  211.1(d)  (4) ). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
211.1(e))  at  any  time,  but  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operations  unless  filed  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s  de¬ 
viation  rules  revised,  1957,  will  be  num¬ 
bered  consecutively  for  convenience  in 
identification  and  protests  if  any  should 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  1187  (Deviation  No.  6) .  CUSH¬ 
MAN  MOTOR  DELIVERY  COMPANY, 
INC.,  1480  W.  Kinzie  Street,  Chicago, 
Ill.,  60622,  filed  June  16,  1966.  Carrier 
proposes  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation 
route  as  follows:  From  Detroit,  Mich., 
over  U.S.  Highway  25  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75,  approximately  4  miles 
north  of  Flat  Rock,  Mich.,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  75  to  Toledo,  Ohio, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties,  over  pertinent  service  routes  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Detroit,  Mich.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  24  (also  over  UB.  Highway  25* 
to  Toledo,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes. 

No.  MC  2002  (Deviation  No.  1), 
PHILIPP  TRANSIT  LINES,  INC.,  Post 
Office  Box  335,  Highway  100  East,  Wash- 
ingon,  Mo.,  63090,  filed  June  17,  1966. 
Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  ove/  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  Between 
Warrenton,  Mo.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  70,  for  operating 
convenience  only.  The  notice  indicates 
that  the  carrier  is  presently  authorized 
to  transport  the  same  commodities,  over 
a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Warrenton,  Mo.,  over  -Missouri 
Highway  47  to  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  100,  thence  over  Missouri  Highway 
100  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  50  to  St.  Louis,  Mo., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  28478  (Deviation  No.  6> 
GREAT  LAKES  EXPRESS  CO.,  172 
Davenport  Street.  Saginaw,  Mich.,  48605. 
filed  June  20,  1968.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
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certain  exception*,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:*From  junction  UB.  Highway 
20  and  oombined  Ohio  Highways  10  and 
82,  over  combined  Ohio  Highways  10  and 
82  to  junction  Ohio  Highway  57,  thence 
over  Ohio  Highway  57  to  Junction  Ohio 
Highway  82,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway 
82  to  Cuyahoga  County.  Ohio,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities,  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  Prom 
Toledo,  Ohio  over  Ohio  Highway  51  to 
junction  UJS.  Highway  20,  thence  over 
US.  Highway  20  to  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  32838  (Deviation  No.  2), 
SCHERFF'S  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  305 
East  Main  Street,  California,  Mo.,  65018, 
tiled  June  20,  1966.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Jefferson  City,  Mo., 
over  UJS.  Highway  54  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  70,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  70  to  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  for  operating  con¬ 
venience  only.  The  notice  indicates  that 
the  carrier  Is  presently  authorized  to 
transport  the  same  commodities,  over  a 
pertinent  service  route  as  follows:  Prom 
Jefferson  City,  Mo.,  over  U.S.  Highway 
50  via  Rosebud,  Mo.,  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  66  at  or  near  Gray  Summit, 
Mo.,  thenoe  over  UB.  Highway  66  (por¬ 
tion  formerly  shown  as  City  US.  High¬ 
way  66)  to  East  St.  Louis,  Ill.,  and  thence 
over  city  streets  to  National  City,  HI., 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  32838  (Deviation  No.  3). 
SCHERFF’S  TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  305 
East  Main  Street.  California,  Mo.,  65018, 
Sled  June  20,  1966.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  70  to  junction  Ufl. 
Highway  65,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  Sedalla,  Mo.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities,  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  Union, 
Mo.,  over  U3.  Highway  50  to  Kansas 
City,  Kans.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route. 

No.  MC  44592  (Sub-No.  1)  (Deviation 
No.  11).  MIDDLE  ATLANTIC  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  CO..  INC.,  976  West  Main 
Street,  Post  Office  Box  1296,  New  Britain, 
Conn.,  06053.  filed  June  20,  1966.  Car¬ 
rier  proposes  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over 
a  deviation  route  as  follows:  From  Pay- 
ton.  Ohio,  over  U.S.  Highway  35  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  71,  thence  over 
Interstate  Highway  71  to  Columbus, 
Ohio,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  for 
operating  convenience  only.  The  notice 
indicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently 
authorized  to  transport  the  same  com¬ 


modities,  over  a  pertinent  service  route 
as  follows:  From  Dayton,  Ohio,  over 
Ohio  Highway  4  to  Junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  40,  thence  over  UB.  Highway  40  to 
Columbus,  Ohio,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  109265  (Deviation  No.  6) .  W.  L. 
MEAD,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  31, 
Cleveland  Road,  Norwalk,  Ohio,  44857, 
filed  June  17,  1966.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  deviation  routes  as 
follows:  (1)  From  Findlay,  Ohio,  over 
Interstate  Highway  75  (Freeway)  to 
Dayton,  Ohio,  (2)  from  Zanesville,  Ohio, 
over  Interstate  Highway  70  (Freeway)  to 
Columbus,  Ohio,  and  (3)  from  junction 
Interstate  Highways  80  and  90  (Toll 
Road)  and  Ohio  Highway  8.  Interchange 
No.  12,  over  Interstate  Highways  80  and 
90  to  Chicago,  HI.,  and  return  over  the 
same  routes,  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  pertinent 
service  routes  as  follows:  (1)  From  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  over  U.S.  Highway  20  via 
Worcester,  Mass.,  Albany,  Waterloo,  and 
Depew,  N.Y.,  and  Cleveland.  Ohio,  to  Nor¬ 
walk,  Ohio,  thence  over  unnumbered 
highway  to  North  Fairfield,  Ohio, 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  to 
Delphi,  Ohio,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
224  to  Attica,  Ohio,  thenoe  over  Ohio 
Highway  4  to  Marion,  Ohio,  thence  over 
UB.  Highway  23  to  Columbus,  Ohio,  (2) 
from  Attica,  Ohio,  over  UB.  Highway  224 
to  Findlay,  Ohio,  and  (3)  from  Zanesville, 
Ohio,  over  UB.  Highway  40  to  junction 
Ohio  Highway  440  (formerly  portion 
UB.  Highway  40),  thenoe  over  Ohio 
Highway  440  to  Jacksontown,  Ohio, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  13  to  Newark. 
Ohio,  thence  over  Ohio  Highway  16  to 
Columbus,  Ohio,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  40  via  West  Jefferson,  Ohio,  to 
Springfield,  Ohio,  thence  over  unnum¬ 
bered  highway  (formerly  portion  Ohio 
Highway  40  via  Enon,  Ohio,  to  Junction 
Ohio  Highway  444  (formerly  portion 
Ohio  Highway  4),  near  Fairborn,  Ohio, 
thence  over  Ohio  Highway  444  to  Junc¬ 
tion  unnumbered  highway  (formerly 
portion  Ohio  Highway  4),  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  via  Riverside,  Ohio, 
to  Dayton,  Ohio,  thence  over  UB.  High¬ 
way  25  to  Junction  unnumbered  highway 
(formerly  portion  UB.  Highway  25). 
thence  over  unnumbered  highway  via 
Troy,  Plqua,  Sidney,  Anna,  Botkins, 
Wapakoneta,  and  Crldersvllle,  Ohio,  to 
Lima,  Ohio,  thence  over  UB.  Highway 
3 OS  to  Delphos,  Ohio,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  30  via  Van  Wert,  Ohio,  to  Junc¬ 
tion  City  UB.  Highway  30  (formerly 
portion  UB.  Highway  30),  thence  over 
City  UB.  Highway  30  via  Fort  Wayne. 
Ind.,  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  30, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  30  to  Junc¬ 
tion  unnumbered  highway  (formerly 
portion  UB.  Highway  30),  thence  over 
unnumbered  highway  via  Columbia 
City,  Ind.,  to  junction  UB.  Highway  30, 
thence  over  UB.  Highway  30  via  Val¬ 
paraiso,  Ind.,  to  Junction  Alternate  US. 


Highway  30,  thence  over  Alternate  UB. 
Highway  30  to  Chicago,  Ill.,  and  return 
over  the  same  routes. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neal  G arson. 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7102;  Filed,  June  28.  1966; 
8:47  a.m.] 


{ Notice  939  ] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 

CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

June  24. 1966. 

The  following  publications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1.247  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  of  practice,  pu Wished  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  April  20. 
1966,  which  became  effective  May  20, 
1966. 

The  publications  hereinafter  set  forth 
reflect  the  scope  of  the  applications  as 
filed  by  applicant,  and  may  include  de¬ 
scriptions,  restrictions,  or  limitations 
which  are  not  in  a  form  acceptable 
to  the  Commission.  Authority  which 
ultimately  may  be  granted  as  a  result 
of  the  applications  here  noticed  will  not 
necessarily  reflect  the  phraseology  set 
forth  in  the  application  as  filed,  but  also  * 
will  eliminate  any  restrictions  which  are 
not  acceptable  to  the  Commission. 

Applications  Assigned  for  Oral 
Hearing 

MOTOR  CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

No.  MC  2510  (Sub-No.  30)  (Republi¬ 
cation)  ,  filed  February  7, 1966,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  March  3. 1966, 
and  republished,  this  issue.  Applicant: 
ZIFFRIN  TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  1120 
South  Division  Street,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Ferdinand 
Bom,  1017-19  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Building,  Indianapolis,  Ind.  By  appli¬ 
cation  filed  February  7,  1966,  applicant 
seeks  a  certificate  of  public" convenience 
and  necessity  authorizing  operation,  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
regular  routes,  of  the  commodities  to  and 
from  the  point  indicated  below,  subject  to 
the  restriction  that  the  commodities  to 
be  transported  have  had  or  will  have 
an  Immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  under  the  billing  of  the  New 
York  Central  Railroad.  An  Order  of  the 
Commission,  Operating  Rights  Board  No. 

1,  dated  June  14,  1966,  and  served  June 
21,  1966,  finds  that  the  present  and  fu¬ 
ture  public  convenience  and  necessity 
require  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  live¬ 
stock,  commodities  in  bulk,  and  those  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment),  serving  the 
facilities  of  the  New  York  Central  Rail¬ 
road,  known  as  the  Big  Four  Yards,  east 
of  Indiana  Highway  267,  south  of  UB. 
Highway  36,  and  north  of  UB.  Highway 
40,  in  Henricks  County,  Ind.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  the  car- 
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rier’s  presently  authorized  regular-route 
operations  to  and  from  Indianapolis, 
Ind.,  restricted  to  the  transportation  of 
traffic  having  an  immediately  prior  or 
subsequent  movement  by  rail;  that  ap¬ 
plicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  properly 
to  perform  such  service  and  to  conform 
to  the  requirements  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  and  the  Commission’s 
rules  and  regulations  thereunder.  Be¬ 
cause  it  is  possible  that  other  parties, 
who  have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the 
application  as  published,  may  have  an 
interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced  by 
the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  authority 
described  in  the  findings  in  this  order, 
a  notice  of  the  authority  actually  granted 
will  be  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  issuance  of  a  certificate  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding  will  be  withheld  for  a  period  of 
30  days  from  the  date  of  such  publication, 
during  which  period  any  proper  party  in 
interest  may  file  an  appropriate  protest 
or  other  pleading. 

No.  MC  110098  (Sub-No.  74)  (Republi¬ 
cation)  ,  filed  January  20,  1966,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  February  3, 
1966,  and  republished,  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  ZERO  REFRIGERATED  LINES, 
815  Merida  Street,  Box  7249,  Station  A, 
San  Antonio,  Tex.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Donald  L.  Stern,  630  City  Na¬ 
tional  Bank  Building,  Omaha  2,  Nebr. 
By  application  filed  January  20,  1966, 
applicant  seeks  a  certificate  of  public 
convenience  and  necessity  authorizing 
operation,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  of  cream 
or  liquid  cream  substitutes,  sterilized, 
plain,  sweetened,  or  flavored,  in  hermeti¬ 
cally  sealed  containers,  in  boxes,  from 
and  to  the  points  indicated  below.  An 
order  of  the  Commission,  Operating 
Rights  Botfl^d  No.  1,  dated  June  14,  1966, 
and  served  June  22,  1966,  finds  that  the 
present  and  future  public  convenience 
and  necessity  require  operation  by  ap¬ 
plicant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  com¬ 
merce,  as  a  common  carrier  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  of  (1) 
liquid,  dairy  cream  substitutes,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  and  (2)  dairy  cream.  In  con¬ 
tainers,  in  mixed  loads  with  the  com¬ 
modity  specified  in  (1)  above,  from  Gus- 
tine,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Arizona.  New 
Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  and  Louisi¬ 
ana;  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service 
and  to  conform  to  the  requirements  of 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the 
Commission’s  rules  and  regulations 
thereunder.  Because  it  is  possible  that 
other  parties,  who  have  relied  upon  the 
notice  of  the  application  as  published, 
may  have  an  interest  in  and  would  be 
prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper  notice 
of  the  authority  described  in  the  findings 
in  this  order,  a  notice  of  the  authority 
actually  granted  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  issuance  of  a  cer¬ 
tificate  in  this  proceeding  will  be  with¬ 
held  for  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date 
of  such  publication,  during  which  period 
any  proper  party  in  Interest  may  file  an 
appropriate  protest  or  other  pleading. 

No.  MC  125194  (Sub-No.  6)  (Repub¬ 
lication),  filed  March  3,  1966,  published 


Federal  Register  issue  of  March  31, 1966, 
and  republished,  this  Issue.  Applicant: 
STATE  LINE  DAIRY,  INC.,  1-015  State 
Line  Road,  Niles,  Mich.  Applicant’s 
representative:  William  L.  Carney,  105 
East  Jennings  Avenue,  South  Bend,  Ind. 
By  application  filed  March  3,  1966,  ap¬ 
plicant  seeks  a  permit  authorizing  oper¬ 
ations,  in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  dairy  products 
and  diet  dairy  products  from  the  site  of 
State  Line  Dairy,  Inc.,  at  Niles,  Mich., 
to  (1)  points  in  Elkhart,  Lagrange,  St. 
Joseph,  and  Steuben  Counties,  Ind.,  and 
<2)  restaurants,  lunchrooms,  and  com¬ 
missaries  located  on  the  Indiana  East- 
West  Toll  Road  (Interstate  Highways  80 
and  90),  except  those  in  the  counties 
named  above,  and  returned  and  rejected 
shipments  on  return.  An  order  of  the 
Commission,  Operating  Rights  Board  No. 
1,  dated  June  14,  1966,  and  served  June 
22,  1966,  finds  that  operation  by  appli¬ 
cant,  in  Interstate  or  foreign  commerce, 
as  a  contract  carrier  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  dairy  products 
and  vegetable  fat  substitutes  therefor, 
from  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Elk¬ 
hart,  Lagrange,  St.  Joseph,  Steuben,  La 
Porte,  Porter,  and  Lake  Counties,  Ind., 
under  a  continuing  contract  with  the 
Borden  Co.,  of  Flemington,  N.J.,  will  be 
consistent  with  the  public  interest  and 
the  national  transportation  policy;  that 
applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and  able  prop¬ 
erly  to  perform  such  service  and  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  requirements  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act  and  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  rules  and  regulations  thereunder; 
that  an  appropriate  permit  should  be 
issued,  subject  to  the  conditions  (1)  that 
applicant  shall  conduct  separately  its 
for-hire  carrier  operations  and  its  other 
business  activities,  (2)  that  it  shall  main¬ 
tain  separate  accounts  and  records  there¬ 
for,  and  (3)  that  it  shall  not  transport 
property  as  both  a  private  and  for-hire 
carrier  in  the  same  vehicle  and  at  the 
same  time.  Because  it  is  possible  that 
Other  parties,  who  have  relied  upon  the 
notice  of  the  application  as  published, 
may  have  an  interest  in  and  would  be 
prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper  notice 
of  the  authority  described  in  the  findings 
in  this  order,  a  notice  of  authority  ac¬ 
tually  granted  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  and  issuance  of  a  per¬ 
mit  in  this  proceeding  will  be  withheld 
for  a  period  of  30  days  from  the  date  of 
such  publication,  during  which  period 
any  proper  party  in  interest  may  file 
an  appropriate  protest  or  other  pleading. 

Notice  of  Filing  of  Petition 

Nos.  MC  118803  and  MC  118803  (Sub- 
No.  1)  (Notice  of  filing  of  petition  for 
modification  of  permits),  filed  June  3, 
1966.  Petitioner :  ATLANTIC  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  Paterson,  N.J.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  Arthur  H.  Priest,  71-23 
Austin  Street,  Forest  Hills,  N.Y.,  11375. 
Petitioner  states  that  it  holds  authority 
a  from  this  Commission  in  Nos.  MC  118803 
and  MC  118803  (Sub-No.  1),  issued  Feb¬ 
ruary  12,  1964,  and  August  19,  1964,  re¬ 
spectively.  authorizing  it  to  conduct  op¬ 
erations  for  L.  Bieler  &  Sons,  Inc.,  and 


National  Elbow  &  Fitting  Corp.,  both  of 
Long  Island  City,  N.Y.  Petitioner  fur¬ 
ther  states  that  on  or  about  December  1 . 
1966,  the  above-named  shippers  will  con¬ 
duct  manufacturing  operations  at  their 
new  plant,  now  being  built,  located  at 
Hauppauge,  Suffolk  County,  N.Y.  The 
shippers  will  also  conduct  manufactur¬ 
ing  operations  at  their  Long  Island  City, 
N.Y.,  plant  on  a  curtailed  basis.  By  the 
instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks  to  add 
Hauppauge,  Suffolk  County,  N.Y.,  as  a 
point  from  which  petitioner  may  conduct 
operations  for  both  of  the  above-named 
shippers,  on  and  after  December  1,  1966. 
to  the  considered  destination  territory 
set  forth  in  permits  Nos.  MC  118803  and 
MC  118803  (Sub-No.  1).  Petitioner 
states  it  is  not  seeking  through  this  peti¬ 
tion  any  additional  destination  territory, 
nor  to  serve  any  additional  shippers. 
Any  interested  person  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views  or  argument  in  support  of,  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

Application  for  Certificate  or  Permit 
Which  Is  To  Be  Processed  Concur¬ 
rently  With  Applications  Under  Sec¬ 
tion  5  Governed  by  Special  Rule  1.240 
to  the  Extent  Applicable 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  141)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  April  27,  1966,  published 
Federal  Register  issue  of  May  18,  1966. 
amended  June  6,  1966,  and  republished 
as  amended,  this  issue.  Applicant: 
TRI-STATE  MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a 
corporation,  Post  Office  Box  113,  Joplin. 
Mo.  Applicant’s  representative:  Max  G. 
Morgan,  443-54  American  Building, 
Oklahoma  City  2,  Okla.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  General  freight,  within 
a  50-mile  radius  of  464  West  24th  Place, 
Chicago,  Ill.,  to  or  from  any  point  out¬ 
side  of  such  authorized  area  of  opera¬ 
tion  in  Illinois  for  a  shipper  or  shippers 
within  such  area,  (2)  general  commodi¬ 
ties  moving  on  Government  bills  of  lad¬ 
ing,  between  points  in  Illinois,  and  (3) 
classes  A,  B,  and  C  explosives  and  dan¬ 
gerous  articles,  between  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois.  Note  :  The  purpose  of  this  repub¬ 
lication  is  to  redescribe  (1)  above.  This 
application  is  directly  related  to  Docket 
No.  MC-F-94 1 1  published  May  4,  1966. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC-9453.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  SOUTH  BEND  FREIGHT 
LINE,  INC.,  1200  South  Olive  Street, 
South  Bend,  Ind.,  46624,  of  the  operating 
rights  of  RONALD  W.  WHITEFORD. 
doing  business  as  INDIANA-MICHIGAN 
EXPRESS,  2120  West  Sample,  South 
Bend,  Ind.,  46621,  and  for  acquisition 
by  ALBERT  SCHULMAN,  19649  Ireland 
Road.  South  Bend,  Ind.,  LOUIS  H. 
SCHULMAN  and  EDITH  SCHULMAN, 
both  of  1421  Northslde  Boulevard,  South 
Bend.  Ind.,  JENNIE  COHEN,  901  West 
Mishawaka  Boulevard,  Mishawaka,  Ind., 
and  ARTHUR  SCHULMAN,  1028  Rose- 
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mary  Lane,  South  Bend,  Ind.,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Harold  E.  Marks, 
208  South  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.. 
60604.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cepting,  among  others,  household  goods 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  regular  routes,  between 
Benton  Harbor,  Mich.,  and  South  Bend, 
Ind.,  serving  certain  specified  inter¬ 
mediate  and  off-route  points,  restricted 
to  northbound  traffic  only;  and  house¬ 
hold  goods,  over  irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Benton  Harbor,  Mich.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Michigan  City 
and  Gary,  Ind.,  and  Chicago,  Ill.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Illinois  and  Indiana.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-9454.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  PUGET  SOUND  TRUCK 
LINES,  INC.,  Pier  62.  Seattle  1.  Wash., 
of  the  operating  rights  and  certain  prop¬ 
erty  of  HAMILTON  TRUCKING  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  1430  30th  Northeast,  Bellevue, 
Wash.,  and  for  acquisition  by  PUGET 
SOUND  FREIGHT  LINES,  and,  in  turn 
by  C.  H.  CARLANDER,  H.  E.  LOVEJOY, 
J.  KNOX  WOODRUFF.  JEAN  LOVE- 
JOY,  L.  S.  CARLANDER,  R.  G.  JOSCE- 
LYN,  all  of  Pier  62,  Seattle  1,  Wash.,  and 
G.  W.  FOSS,  705  Dock  Street.  Tacoma, 
Wash.,  of  control  of  such  rights  and 
property  through  the  purchase.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorney:  Clyde  H.  Maclver,  2112 
Washington  Building,  Post  Office  Box 
340,  Seattle,  Wash.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Machinery, 
contractors’  equipment,  and  structural 
steel,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregular 
routes,  between  points  in  King  County, 
Wash.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Washington,  between 
points  in  King  County,  Wash.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  In 
Oregon  and  Idaho,  and  certain  specified 
points  in  California  and  Montana;  pre¬ 
fabricated  buildings,  from  Richmond, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  King  County,  Wash.; 
and  heavy  machinery  which  because  of 
size  or  weight  requires  the  use  of  special 
equipment,  from  points  in  Snohomish, 
Skagit,  and  Whatcom  Counties,  Wash., 
to  ports  of  entry  on  the  United  States- 
Canada  international  boundary  at  or 
near  Blaine  and  Sum  as,  Wash.,  Restric¬ 
tion:  The  authority  granted  immediately 
above  is  restricted  against  combination 
with  any  other  authority  held  by  car¬ 
rier,  to  operate  in  the  United  States  in 
interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  in  order 
to  render  a  service  between  points  other 
than  as  authorized  herein.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Washington,  Oregon,  and  Idaho. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-9455.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  WHITFIELD  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION.  INC.,  300  North  Clark 
Road,  Post  Office  Box  9897,  El  Paso,  Tex., 
79989,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  and  certain  property  of  NAVAJO 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  1205  South 
Platte  River  Drive,  Denver,  Colo.,  80223, 
and  for  acquisition  by  W.  E.  WHIT¬ 


FIELD,  H.  C.  WHITFIELD,  and  M.  E. 
WHITFIELD,  all  of  240  West  Amador 
Road,  Las  Cruces,  N.  Mex.,  of  control  of 
such  rights  and  property  through  the 
purchase.  Applicants’  attorney:  O.  Rus¬ 
sell  Jones,  Post  Office  Box  2228,  Santa  Fe. 
N.  Mex.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  General  commodities,  ex¬ 
cepting  among  others,  household  goods 
and  commodities  in  bulk,  as  a  common 
carrier,  over  regular  routes,  between 
Artesla,  N.  Mex.,  and  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  82  (formerly  New  Mexico  Highway 
83)  and  U.S.  Highway  54,  serving  all 
intermediate  points,  and  the  site  of  the 
U.S.  Government  Solar  Furnace,  ap¬ 
proximately  3.5  miles  north  of  Cloud- 
croft,  N.  Mex.,  as  a  noff-route  point. 
Restriction:  The  authority  granted 
herein,  to  the  extent  that  it  authorizes 
transportation  of  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives,  shall  be  limited,  in  point  of  time, 
to  a  period  expiring  June  14,  1970;  serv¬ 
ing  off -route  points  in  New  Mexico  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  285  and  within  30  miles 
of  Carlsbad,  N.  Mex.,  in  connection  with 
carrier’s  regular  route  operations  be¬ 
tween  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  Artesla,  N.  Mex. ; 
between  Tularosa,  N.  Mex.,  and  Vaughn, 
N.  Mex.,  serving  all  intermediate  points; 
general  commodities,  excepting  among 
others,  household  goods,  but  not  except¬ 
ing  commodities  in  bulk,  between  Ros¬ 
well,  N.  Mex.,  and  Artesla,  N.  Mex.,  serv¬ 
ing  certain  intermediate  points;  general 
commodities,  except  those  of  unusual 
value,  livestock,  commodities  requiring 
special  State  license,  cotton,  classes  A  and 
B  explosives,  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment, 
between  Hagerman,  N.  Mex.,  and  Ros¬ 
well,  N.  Mex.,  serving  all  Intermediate 
points;  general  commodities,  except  liq¬ 
uids  in  bulk  and  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives  and  other  dangerous  articles,  be¬ 
tween  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  Artesla,  N.  Mex., 
serving  all  Intermediate  points;  and 
dangerous  explosives  and  other  danger¬ 
ous  articles  (classes  A,  B,  and  C),  be¬ 
tween  El  Paso,  Tex.,  and  Artesla,  N.  Mex., 
serving  the  off-route  points  in  New 
Mexico  east  of  U.S.  Highway  285  and 
within  25  miles  of  Carlsbad;  between 
Tularosa,  N.  Mex.,  and  Vaughn,  N.  Mex., 
serving  all  intermediate  points.  Vendee 
is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  Texas,  New  Mexico,  Utah, 
Colorado,  Arizona,  California,  Wyoming, 
Idaho,  and  Nevada.  Application  has 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  section  210a(b) . 

No.  MC-F-9456.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  into  CHEMICAL  LEAMAN  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  520  East  Lancaster  Avenue, 
Downing  town,  Pa.,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  property  of  FORBES  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  10  Morton  Street, 
Carlton  Hill,  N.J.,  and  few:  acquisition 
by  S.  F.  NINESS,  also  of  Downing  town, 
Pa.,  of  control  of  such  rights  and  prop¬ 
erty  through  the  transaction.  Appli¬ 
cants’  attorneys:  Leonard  A.  Jaskiewicz, 
1155  15th  Street  NW.,  Washington.  D.C., 
20005,  and  Edwin  H.  Van  Deusen,  520 
East  Lancaster  Avenue,  Downing  town. 
Pa.,  19335.  Operating  rights  sought  to 
be  merged:  Bulk  commodities,  in  tank 
vehicles,  except  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 


sives,  as  a  common  carrier,  over  irregu¬ 
lar  routes,  between  certain  specified 
points  in  New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and 
certain  other  specified  points  in  New 
York;  animal,  vegetable,  mineral,  and 
fish  oil,  chemicals,  soap  and  soap  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  glycerin,  in  special  equipment 
(including  tank  vehicles),  between  cer¬ 
tain  specified  points  in  New  Jersey,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  certain  other  specified 
points  in  New  York;  animal,  vegetable, 
mineral,  and  fish  oil,  chemicals,  soap 
and  soap  products,  and  glycerin,  between 
certain  specified  points  in  New  Jersey, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  cer¬ 
tain  specified  points  in  Pennsylvania  and 
New  York;  dry  sugar,  in  bulk,  from  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Connecticut,  and 
Pennsylvania,  certain  specified  points 
in  New  Jersey,  and  certain  specified 
points  in  New  York;  and  sugar,  dry.  In 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey.  CHEMI¬ 
CAL  LEAMAN  TANK  LINES,  INC.,  is  au¬ 
thorized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier 
in  all  States  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada. 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming) ,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Application  has  not  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 
Not*:  CHEMICAL  LEAMAN  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  controls  FORBES  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  pursuant  to  authority 
granted  June  15.  1964,  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion,  Finance  Board  No.  1. 

No.  MC-F-9457.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  INDIANA  REFRIGERATOR 
LINES.  INC.,  2404  North  Broadway. 
M uncle,  Ind.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
SOUTHERN  SHIPPERS,  INC.,  Post  Of¬ 
fice  Box  1542,  Highway  11  North,  Hat¬ 
tiesburg,  Miss.,  and  for  acquisition  by 
RODNEY  TETRAULT,  also  of  2404 
North  Broadway,  Muncie,  Ind.,  JOHN 
HARTMEYER,  13th  and  North  Elm 
Streets,  Muncie,  Ind.,  and  LILLIAN 
TETRAULT,  Mattews,  Ind.,  of  control 
of  such  rights  through  the  purchase. 
Applicants’  attorney:  Charles  W.  Singer, 
33  North  La  Salle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.. 
60602.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred :  Bananas,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  over  Irregular  routes,  from  Mobile, 
Ala.,  and  New  Orleans,  La.,  to  Little 
Rock,  Ark.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  Indianapolis 
and  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  Louisville,  Ky.. 
Grenada,  Miss.,  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Columbus,  and  Defiance,  Ohio,  San 
Antonio.  Tex.,  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  and 
points  in  Illinois  and  Tennessee.  Re¬ 
striction:  The  service  authorized  herein 
is  subject  to  the  following  conditions: 
Carrier’s  operations  shall  be  conducted 
separately  from  its  other  business  activi¬ 
ties,  carrier  shall  maintain  separate  ac¬ 
counts  and  records  therefor,  and  carrier 
shall  not  transport  property  both  as  a 
for-hlre  carrier  and  as  a  private  carrier 
at  the  same  time  in  the  same  vehicle; 
from  Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama  (except  Montgomery),  Arkansas, 
Georgia  (except  Atlanta  and  points 
within  15  miles  of  Atlanta),  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Michigan,  Mississippi,  Missouri, 
Ohio,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Virginia,  and 
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West  Virginia.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  Indiana, 
Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia,  Louisiana, 
Massachusetts,  Mississippi,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maryland.  Missouri,  Connecticut, 
Maine.  Illinois,  Delaware,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  Vermont,  Iowa,  Ohio,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Oklahoma,  Wisconsin.  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  and  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia.  Application  has  been  filed  for  tem¬ 
porary  authority  under  section  210a(b). 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  H.  Neil  Gar  son, 

Secretary. 

[PR.  Doc.  66-7103;  Filed.  June  28.  1»S6; 

8:47  am  ] 

[Notice  202] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

June  24,  1966. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing  of 
applications  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
new  rules  in  Ex  Parte  No.  MC  67  (49 
CFR  Part  240),  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  27,  1965,  effective 
July  1.  1965.  These  rules  provide  that 
protests  to  the  granting  of  an  applica¬ 
tion  must  be  filed  with  the  field  official 
named  in  the  Federal  Register  publica¬ 
tion,  within  15  calendar  days  after  the 
date  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  applica¬ 
tion  is  published  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter.  One  copy  of  such  protest  must  be 
served  on  the  applicant,  or  its  authorized 
representative,  if  any,  and  the  protest 
must  certify  that  such  service  has  been 
made.  The  protest  must  be  specific  as  to 
the  service  which  such  Protestant  can 
and  will  offer,  and  must  consist  of  a 
signed  original  and  six  (6)  copies. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file, 
and  can  be  examined,  at  the  Office  of 
the  Secretary,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.,  and  also 
in  the  field  office  to  which  protests  are 
to  be  transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  or  Property 

No.  MC  21170  (Sub-No.  243  TA),  filed 
June  22,  1966.  Applicant:  BOS  LINES, 
INC.,  408  South  12th  Avenue,  Marshall¬ 
town,  Iowa,  50158.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Harris  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Foodstuffs,  from  Egypt,  Hamlin, 
Holley.  Lyons,  Newark,  Penn  Yan,  Red 
Creek,  Rushville,  Waterloo  and  William¬ 
son.  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana, 
Michigan,  and  Missouri,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shippers:  Duffy-Mott  Co., 
Inc.,  370  Lexington  Avenue,  New  York, 
N.Y.;  Comstock  Poods.  Newark,  N.Y., 
14513;  Greenwood’s.  Waterloo,  N.Y. 
Send  protests  to:  Ellis  L.  Annett,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance.  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  227  Federal  Office  Building,  Dee 
Moines,  Iowa,  50309. 


No.  MC  71902  (Sub-No.  68  TA) .  filed 
June  22,  1966.  Applicant:  UNITED 

TRANSPORTS,  INC.,  4900  North  Santa 
Fe  Street.  Post  Office  Box  9547,  Okla¬ 
homa  City  18,  Okla.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Roy  Woods,  Sr.  (same  address 
as  above).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  New 
automobiles,  via  truckaway  and  drive- 
away  methods,  from  the  plantsite  of  Cord 
Automobile  Co.,  Tulsa,  Okla.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Cord  Automobile  Co.,  James  E. 
Dixon,  Comptroller,  9260  East  Broken 
Arrow  Expressway,  Tulsa,  Okla.  Send 
protests  to:  C.  L.  Phillips,  District  Sup¬ 
ervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and  Com¬ 
pliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  Room  350,  American  General  Build¬ 
ing,  210  Northwest  Sixth,  Oklahoma 
City.  Okla.,  73102. 

No.  MC  89693  (Sub-No.  36  TA),  filed 
June  22,  1966.  Applicant:  HARMS 

PACIFIC  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  1430 
130th  Avenue  NE.,  Post  Office  Box  66, 
Bellevue,  Wash.,  98004.  Applicant’s 
representative:  H.  E.  Barker  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Lime,  in  bulk,  from  Tacoma,  Wash., 
to  points  in  Idaho,  in  and  north  of  Idaho 
County,  for  150  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  Pacific  Lime  Inc.,  1220  Alexander 
Avenue,  Tacoma,  Wash.,  98402.  Send 
protests  to:  E.  J.  Casey.  District  Super¬ 
visor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and  Com¬ 
pliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Commis¬ 
sion,  6130  Arcade  Building,  1319  Second 
Avenue,  Seattle,  Wash.,  98101. 

No.  MC  103993  (Sub-No.  260  TA) ,  filed 
June  21,  1966.  Applicant:  MORGAN 
DRIVE- A  WAY,  INC.,  2800  West  Lexing¬ 
ton  Avenue,  Elkhart.  Ind.,  46515.  Ap¬ 
plicant's  representative:  Bill  R.  Privitt 
(same  address  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Trailers  designed  to  be 
drawn  by  passenger  automobiles,  in  ini¬ 
tial  movements,  from  Hillsboro,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Kentucky,  Illinois,  Michigan, 
and  Indiana,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  Heddy  Mobile  Homes  Manufac¬ 
turing,  Rural  Route  4,  Hillsboro,  Ohio, 
45133.  Send  protests  to:  Heber  Dixon, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions  and  Compliance,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  308  Federal  Building, 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.,  46802. 

No.  MC  114389  (Sub-No.  10  TA).  filed 
June  22.  1966.  Applicant:  GALE  B. 
ALEXANDER,  120  South  Ward  Street. 
Ottumwa,  Iowa.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Kenneth  F.  Dudley,  901  South 
Madison  Avenue.  Post  Office  Box  279, 
Ottumwa,  Iowa,  52501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Malt  beverages,  from  Peoria,  HI.,  to 
Kirksvllle,  Mo.,  and  empty  containers,  on 
return,  for  180  days.  Supporting  ship¬ 
per:  North  Missouri  Beverage  Co..  Inc., 
Kirksvllle,  Mo.  Send  protests  to:  Ellis 
L.  Annett,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau 
of  Operations  and  Compliance,  Inter¬ 


state  Commerce  Commission,  227  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa, 
50309. 

No.  MC  119573  (Sub-No  9  TA),  filed 
June  22,  1966.  Applicant:  WATKINS 
TRUCKING.  INC.,  207  Trenton  Avenue, 
Uhrichsville,  Ohio,  44683.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Richard  H.  Brandon,  810 
Hartman  Building,  Columbus,  Ohio, 
43215.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Plastic 
pipe  and  fittings  lor  plastic  pipe,  from 
Carrollton,  Ohio,  Uhrichsville.  Ohio,  and 
points  within  5  miles  of  Uhrichsville,  and 
Midvale,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Vermont; 
clay  products,  from  Carrollton,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Vermont,  for  150  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Evanite  Plastic  Co., 
Division  of  The  Evans  Brick  &  Pipe  Co  , 
Inc.,  Uhrichsville,  Ohio,  44683.  Send 
protests  to:  J.  A.  Niggemyer,  District 
Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations  and 
Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  531  Hawley  Building,  Wheeling, 
W.  Va  26003. 

No.  MC  126565  (Sub-No.  5  TA) .  filed 
June  22,  1966.  Applicant:  RICHARD  F. 
McCURDY,  JR.,  doing  business  as  J.  M. 
TRUCKING,  7823  Fourth  Place.  Downey, 
Calif.  Applicant’s  representatives:  Mur¬ 
chison  &  Stebbins,  Suite  211,  Allen  Paris 
Building,  211  South  Beverly  Drive,  Bev¬ 
erly  Hills.  Calif.,  90212.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Meat  and  bone  scraps. 
In  bulk.  In  dump  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Maricopa,  Pima,  and  Pinal  Counties, 
Ariz.,  to  points  in  Los  Angeles,  Orange, 
Riverside,  San  Bernardino,  and  San 
Diego  Counties.  Calif.,  (2)  expanded 
clay,  in  bulk.  In  dump  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Ventura  and  San  Bernardino 
Counties,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Yuma,  Pinal, 
and  Maricopa  Counties,  Ariz.,  (3)  ore, 
metallic,  in  bulk,  in  dump  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Pinal  County,  Ariz.,  to  points 
in  Mojave  County,  Ariz.,  traversing  Cali¬ 
fornia  for  operating  convenience,  and 
from  Mojave,  Pinal,  Maricopa.  Pima, 
and  Yuma  Counties,  Ariz.,  to  points  in 
California,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Maricopa  Tallow  Works,  Inc., 
Tempe,  Ariz.,  85282;  Ridgellte  Products, 
650  South  Grand  Avenue,  Los  Angeles. 
Calif.,  90017;  Nelson  S.  Wirlck,  Post 
Office  Box  7479,  Phoenix,  Ariz.,  85016. 
Send  protests  to:  John  E.  Nance,  Dis¬ 
trict  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Operations 
and  Compliance,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  300  North  Los  Angeles 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90012. 

No.  MC  127431  (Sub-No.  6  TA),  filed 
June  22,  1966.  Applicant:  CAROLINA- 
VIRGINIA  COURIERS.  INC.,  222-17 
Northern  Boulevard,  Bayslde,  N.Y., 
11361.  Applicant’s  representative:  J.  K 
Murphy  (same  address  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Commercial  pa¬ 
pers,  documents  and  urritten  instru¬ 
ments.  including  originals  and  copies  of 
checks ,  drafts,  notes,  money  orders, 
travelers  checks  and  canceled  bonds 
and  accounting  papers  relating  thereto, 
including  originals  and  copies  of  cash 
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letters,  letters  of  transmittal,  summary 
sheets,  adding  machine  tapes,  deposit 
records,  withdrawal  slips  and  debit  and 
credit  records  (except  coin,  currency, 
bullion,  and  negotiable  securities),  be¬ 
tween  Charlotte,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shippers: 
Bank  of  Greer,  Greer,  S,C.;  Blacksburg 
State  Bank,  Blacksburg.  S.C.;  the  Coun¬ 
ty  Bank,  Greenwood,  S.C.;  the  First 
Commercial  National  Bank  of  South 
Carolina,  Spartanburg,  S.C.;  the  First 
National  Bank  of  South  Carolina,  An¬ 
derson,  S.C.;  First  Union  National  Bank 
of  North  Carolina,  Charlotte,  N.C.;  North 
Carolina  National  Bank,  Charlotte,  N.C.; 
the  South  Carolina  National  Bank, 
Greenwood,  S.C.;  State  Bank  &  Trust 
Co.,  Anderson,  S.C.  Send  protests  to: 
E.  N.  Carignan,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  346 
Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10013. 

No.  MC  128139  (Sub-No,  1  TA).  filed 
June  21,  1966.  Applicant:  WILLIAM  V. 
MURPHY,  doing  business  as  MERCURY 
TRANSPORT,  Stapleton  International 
Airport,  Denver,  Colo.,  80207.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Freight  ( general 
commodities),  having  immediately  prior 
or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  between 
Martin  Marietta  Corp.,  plantsite.  Water- 
ton,  Colo.,  and  Stapleton  International 
Airport,  Denver,  Colo.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Martin  Co.,  Post 
Office  Box  179,  Denver,  Colo.,  80201. 
Send  protests  to:  Luther  H.  Oldham, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions  and  Compliance.  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  2022  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  1961  Stout  Street,  Denver,  Colo., 
80202 

No.  MC  128254  (Sub-No.  1  TA),  filed 
June  22,  1966.  Applicant:  THEODORE 
SAVAGE,  1601  Warren  Lane.  Him  ting- 
ton  Beach,  Calif.,  92647.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  Freight,  all  kinds,  with 
subsequent  or  prior  movement  by  air, 
between  Los  Angeles  International  Air¬ 
port,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  and  San  Diego, 
Calif.,  over  Interstate  Highways  5  and 
405.  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
WTC  Air  Freight,  10326  Aviation  Boule¬ 
vard,  Los  Angeles  International  Airport, 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.  Send  protests  to: 
W.  J.  Huetlg,  District  Supervisor,  bureau 
of  Operations  and  Compliance,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  Room  7708 
Federal  Building.  300  North  Los  Angeles 
Street,  Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  90012. 

No.  MC  128326  TA,  filed  June  22,  1966. 
Applicant :  SANTEE  TRANSPORT 

COMPANY.  1308  34th  Street.  Tampa, 
Fla.  Applicant’s  representative:  W.  B. 
Stephens  (same  address  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Drained  fruit,  fruit 
peel,  and  fruit  cake  mix  other  than  can¬ 
died,  crystallized,  glazed  or  stuffed,  in 
containers,  boxes,  cans,  jars,  barrels,  or 
cartons,  from  Plant  City,  Fla.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Cali¬ 


fornia,  Colorado,  Connecticut.  Delaware, 
District  of  Columbia,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Illinois.  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
South  Carolina,  South  Dakota.  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Vermont,  Virginia,  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  Wisconsin,  for  180  days.  Sup¬ 
porting  shipper:  Paradise  Fruit  Co.,  Inc., 
Plant  City,  Fla.  Send  protests  to: 
Joseph  B.  Teichert,  District  Supervisor. 
Bureau  of  Operations  and  Compliance, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
1621,  51  Southwest  First  Avenue,  Miami, 
Fla  33130 

No.  MC  128330  TA,  filed  June  22,  1966. 
Applicant:  MORRIS  JACOBS,  doing 
business  as  MORRIS  JACOBS  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  50-22  72d  Street.  Woodside.  N  Y. 
Applicant's  representative:  Jesse  Sobol, 
150  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.,  10038. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting :  Freezers,  refrigera¬ 
tor-freezer  combinations,  refrigeration, 
refrigerator  dairy  wall  cases,  milk  cases, 
ice  cream  machines,  and  custard  ma¬ 
chines,  from  points  in  New  York,  to 
points  in  New  Jersey,  Connecticut,  and 
Bally,  Pa.,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shippers:  Mann  Refrigeration  Co..  Inc., 
440  Lafayette  Street,  New  York,  N.Y., 
10003;  Peoples  Foods,  Inc.,  855  West  Mer¬ 
rick  Road.  Valley  Stream,  N.Y.;  Natpac, 
Inc.,  105-32  Crossbay  Boulevard,  Ozone 
Park,  N.Y.  Send  protests  to:  E.  N.  Car¬ 
ignan,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  346  Broadway, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  10013. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC  128329  TA.  filed  June  22,  1966. 
Applicant:  SINGERMAN  BUS  CORP., 
Three  Railroad  Place,  Maspeth,  N.Y., 
11378.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Charles  H.  Trayford.  220  East  42d  Street, 
New  York,  N.Y.,  10017.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Passengers,  between  the  plantsite  of 
Fedders  Corp.,  Maspeth.  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  plantsite  of 
Fedders  Corp.,  Edison,  N.Y.,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Fedders  Corp.,  Mas¬ 
peth,  N.Y.  Send  protests  to:  E.  N.  Car¬ 
ignan,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations  and  Compliance,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  346  Broadway, 
New  York.  N.Y.,  10013. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

(F.R.  Doc.  66-7104;  Piled,  June  28,  1966; 

8:47  am  ] 

(Notice  1378] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

June  24,  1966. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  pursuant  to 
section  212(b)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 


merce  Act,  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  CFR  Part 
179),  appear  below: 

As  provided  in  the  Commission’s  spe¬ 
cial  rules  of  practice  any  Interested 
person  may  file  a  petition  seeking  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  following  numbered 
proceedings  within  20  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice.  Pursuant 
to  section  17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  the  filing  of  such  a  petition 
will  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the 
order  in  that  proceeding  pending  its  dis¬ 
position.  The  matters  relied  upon  by 
petitioners  must  be  specified  in  their  peti¬ 
tions  with  particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-68869.  By  order  of  June 
23,  1966,  the  Transfer  Board  approved 
the  transfer  to  Boyd  Naegeli,  Inc.,  South 
Houston,  Tex.,  of  the  operating  rights  of 
G  &  P  Trucking  Co.,  a  corporation,  Hous¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  in  certificate  of  registration, 
issued  June  10,  1964,  authorizing  the 
transportation  of  oilfield  equipment  and 
pipe,  when  moving  as  oilfield  equipment, 
pipe  when  it  is  to  be  used  in  the  con¬ 
struction  and  maintenance  of  pipelines, 
trenching  machines  and  other  types  of 
machinery,  equipment,  and  commodities, 
when  not  moving  as  oilfield  equipment, 
between  all  points  in  Texas.  Joe  G. 
Fender,  2033  Norfolk  Street,  Houston  6, 
Tex.,  attorney  for  applicants. 

r seal]  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[F.R.  Doc.  66-7105:  Filed,  June  28.  1966; 

8:47  am.] 


NOTICE  OF  FILING  OF  MOTOR  CAR¬ 
RIER  INTRASTATE  APPLICATIONS 

June  24.  1966. 

The  following  applications  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent  mo¬ 
tor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  within  the  limits  of  the 
intrastate  authority  sought,  pursuant  to 
section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  as  amended  October  15.  1962. 
These  applications  are  governed  by  Spe¬ 
cial  Rule  1.245  of  the  Commission’s  rules 
of  practice,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register,  issue  of  April  11,  1963,  page 
3533,  which  provides,  among  other 
things,  that  protests  and  requests  for  in¬ 
formation  concerning  the  time  and  place 
of  State  Commission  hearings  or  other 
proceedings,  any  subsequent  changes 
therein,  and  any  other  related  matters 
shall  be  directed  to  the  State  Commis¬ 
sion  with  which  the  application  is  filed 
and  shall  not  be  addressed  to  or  filed  with 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

State  Docket  No.  15798,  filed  June  15, 
1966.  Applicant:  GADSDEN  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  1711  Mount  Zion  Avenue, 
Gadsden,  Ala.  Certificate  of  public  con¬ 
venience  and  necessity  sought  to  operate 
a  freight  service  as  follows:  transporting 
general  commodities,  over  a  regular 
route  as  follows:  From  Birmingham  to 
Attalla,  Ala.,  over  Interstate  Highway  59, 
thence  over  UJS.  Highway  278  to  the  Ala¬ 
bama- Georgia  State  line,  and  return  over 
the  same  routes,  serving  the  points  and 
places  now  authorized  to  be  served  under 
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regular  route  portion  of  APSC  Certificate 
No.  795. 

HEARING:  Not  set.  For  this  Informa¬ 
tion  contact  the  Secretary  of  the  Ala¬ 
bama  Commission,  Post  Office  Box  991, 
Montgomery,  Ala.,  36102.  Requests  for 
procedural  information,  including  the 
time  for  filing  protests,  concerning  this 
application  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Alabama  Public  Service  Commission, 
Post  Office  Box  991,  Montgomery,  Ala., 
36102,  and  should  not  be  directed  to  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  H.  Neil  Garson, 

Secretary. 

[P.R.  Doc.  68-7106;  Plied,  June  28,  1968; 
8:47  am.] 


NOTICES 

KEITH  H.  LYRLA 

Statement  of  Changes  in  Financial 
Interests 

Pursuant  to  subsection  302(c),  Part 
m,  Executive  Order  10647  (20  F.R.  8769) 
“Providing  for  the  Appointment  of  Cer¬ 
tain  Persons  under  the  Defense  Produc¬ 
tion  Act  of  1950,  as  amended I  hereby 
furnish  for  filing  with  the  Office  of  the 
Federal  Register  for  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  the  following  informa¬ 
tion  showing  any  changes  in  my  financial 
interests  and  business  connections  as 
heretofore  reported  and  published  (20 


FR.  10086,  21  FR.  3475,  9198,  22  FR. 
3777,  9450.  23  FR.  3798,  9501,  24  FR. 
4187,  9502,  25  FR.  102,  26  FR.  1692,  6284, 
27  FR.  634,  6409,  28  FR  197,  7059,  29 
FR  585,  8388,  30  FR.  769.  8145,  and 
17186)  during  the  period  from  January 
1, 1966,  through  June  30, 1966. 

Change  of  title  effective  June  1,  1968 — Vice 
President  and  Comptroller. 

Ownership  of  Illinois  Central  Industries. 
Inc.;  500  shares. 

Dated:  June  20,  1966. 

K.  H.  Lyrla. 

[PR.  Doc.  68-7108;  Piled,  June  28,  1966; 
8:47  am.] 
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